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LONDON, MARCH 7, 1863. 
——>-- 

Tue new Bangrurtcy Orpen has called forth deep 
and general indignation from the profession throughout 
town and country. Itdirects that in all cases where any 
advertisement is required, by the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
to be in the London Gazette, and in one or more papers 
of the district, or one or more local newspapers, the 
Gazette of Bankruptcy shall be selected “as such paper 
or one of such papers, and that directions for all adver- 
tisements shall be given to the messengers by the Regie. 
trar, under his hand and the seal of the court.” . The 
effect will be always either to substitute the Bankruptcy 
Gazette for a | newspaper, which would be in direct 
opposition to a plain enactment, or else to superadd the 
expense of a worthless advertisement in every case. That 
this expense will not be trifling is obvious. The Order is 
absolute, and independent of any scale of charges, so that 
bankrupts’ estates will be so far wholly at the mercy of 
the proprietors of this newspaper. This is the more ex- 
t i as Parliament has not granted the privilege 
of unlimited taxing even to the official London Gazette. 
Sect. 202 of the Act of 1861 enacts that General Orders 
may fix the price to be paid to the printer of the London 
' Gazette for advertisements, “which price the said printer 
is hereby required to receive as such payment,” and this 
has been done accordingly. ‘The price fixed is no doubt 
liberal, as might reasonably be expected in the case of a 
genuine official organ. But no tariff appears to be pre- 
scribed for the spurious one. Its proprietors, no doubt, 
will be extremely happy to receive the same price, and as 
large a sum total in the year, as is paid to the London 
Gazette. Weare not aware how much may be the annual 
income derived by the London Gazette from this source, 
but it probably amounts to several thousand pounds 
a-year; and the recent General Order proposes to take 
as much more out of bankrupts’ estates by way of pay- 
ment to the proprietors of a private journal, which has 
been as is generally believed, by persons con- 





nected with the Court of Bankruptcy, and is a kind of | 


colourable imitation and mimic of the Gazerts. It is 
no wonder, then, that such a proceeding should have 
elicited a feeling of indignation wherever it has been 
heard of. ‘The mere fact that Parliament had taken such 
amen np saga in the most explicit terms what the 

nd the expense of publicity of each step in a bank- 
proceeding should be ought of itself to have been 
ient protection against further impositions; and 
we are to think that it is. The question will 
probably be raised before long, either ‘by some of the 
suitors of the court or in Parliament. Meanwhile, it is 
spe t to find that the matter has not escaped the vigi- 

t eye of the metropolitan press. The Standard, in a 
leading article, remarks— _— 

There is one thing very clear and definite, that the unfortu- 
nate applicants for the adjudication of the Court can only 
secure the favour by first propitiating the proprietors of the 

Gazette, by paying them, on their scale of 

Fees the publication of one or more advertisements, A 

of the metropolis, existing we hardly know under 

what necessity, must have his sop before the poor Bristol bank- 

rupt can enter the Tartarean region whose descent has beea 

forced upon him. The necessity is a curious one, and curiosity 

is excited to understand the grounds why a provincial insolvent 

must make his misery known through an unimportant journal, 

having no local relations with him, and of all published news- 
papers the one least likely to be read by his creditors, 

It concludes a nt criticism upon the General 
Order, and an historical sketch of the Bankruptey Gazette, 
with the following observations :— 
| ~* It cannot be said to have succeeded on its own merits. It 
_ was addressed to'too limited a body of readers, and was of too 
_ sxolysively ay official character to prove a journal of large cir- 
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culation; and the assurance is given that if the Commissioners 
and Lord Chancellor had not interposed in: this 

fashion in its favour there would have been fat greater proba~ 
bility of our soon seeing the last of it. We cannot at-the mo- 
ment estimate the amount of the annual increase thus secured; 
but there can be no doubt that the loss to the poor bankrupts 
involves a corresponding gain to the proprietary of the journal, 
whoever they may now happen to be, and so far amounts as 
much to a gift at their expense as if contributed under a private 
subscription got up for the purpose among With 
80 gross a job in a court whose atmosphere reeks under all the 
influences that can offend senses accustomed to a jurispradence 

marked by the purity and dignity of its administration, we pre- 

fer to leave the iniquity in contemptuous silence to the appre- 

ciation of the public than to weary them with the reflections 
which the excess of its insulting offensiveness tempt, from, us. 

We will only say of it that, wonderful as an order intended for 

actual use, it surpasses all wonder in the only reasonable ex- 

planation that can be given for its issue. 

A great deal of free comment has been made in some 
journals upon the conviction (which is universal) that 
the newspaper in question was a tion of some of 
the officers of the court.. We desire to avoid Fr im 4 or 
adopting any such statement, although it is di t to 
Re an how the notion should have been so prevalent 
if there was no foundation for it. It is not upon.this 
ground that we find fault with the Order. We. should 
certainly not venture to attribute to the Lord Chancellor 
or to the Commissioners in Bankruptcy any motive of this 
kind, and in truth it is somewhat beside the question. We 
object to the proceeding as being in direct opposition to 
the spirit, iad even to the letter, of the statute book, and 
because it imposes an additional heavy tax upon suitors 
(who are already subject to intolerable burdens) without 
giving them the slightest advantage in return. We ob- 
ject to it, moreover, as an unfair and uncalled-for inter- 
ference with the rights and the proper business of local 
newspapers. 

Tue Corrupt Practices at Exections Bit, now 
before Parliament, bids fair to disfranchise no small 
number of voters, besides producing other important 
changes in the law of elections. The clauses of anew 
measure indicate by their own nature the state of. the 
existing law to which the measure relates. If a clause 
rovides that a certain offence is to be in future defined 
in a certain manner, or that any other matter is to be 
rendered liable to reward or punishment, the reader 
ay assume that the existing state of the law either 
makes no provision for the matter referred to, or is dif- 
ferent from what the proposed legislation intends to effect. 
Weoffer these hints as introductory to our brief obser- 
vations on the present bill, and also as not being gene- 
rally without aim. We do not purpose to offer any 
general outline of the changes which this measure: pro- 

to effect; but shall confine our attention to two of 
its most important provisions. The second clause of 
this bill disqualifies all paid agents from voting at the 
election in respect of which they shall have been em- 
ployed. The present law makes it an offence to furnish 
entertainment for the purpose of influencing any person 
to vote for a particular candidate, It surely is not ne- 
cessary to extend the disqualification to persons. fairly 
employed. A candidate might thus go to the hotel of 
a warm izan of his opponent, and so get him dis- 
qualified. Besides, if voters were disqualified from 
being employed, they could get their friends employed 
instead of themselves, and thus evade the law with im- 
punity. Again, if A. B. can influence fifty voters, what 
does it avail to disqualify himself alone? The Ee 
curing of votes for a fee is bribery by the present law. 
Any extension of this rule to fair professional retainers 
would, we think, only tend to sever confidential con- 
nections. The measure, on the whole, threatens to 
operate very unfavourably to the legal profession, with- 
out achieving any good whatever. 

By clause 8 of the bill a great inroad is made upon 
the time-honoured ‘maxim, “ Nemo seipsum criminare 


tenetur," A witness before 4 committee or commission 
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is bound to answer e ion, it being left to the 
discretion ee retort npn de tog: dh merge 
certificate of indemnity. In the case of prisoners, — 
useful reasons may be stated why they should be al- 
lowed to be examined touching the crimes laid to their 
charge. But even this innovation has met with such 
serious opposition, that we do not expect to see it soon 
become law. A fortiori, the present proposal may be 
censured, inasmuch as it is not put torward in favorem 
vite. Furthermore, the witness is required to answer, 
although a committee is allowed a discretion as to 
giving him a certificate of indemnity. This power to 
answers, indeed, is at present enjoyed by royal 
commissions. The clause, therefore, merely extends 
to committees of the House of Commons, what may 
at present be exercised by any three gentlemen ap- 
— under a royal commission. We should prefer, 
owever, seeing this power taken from commissions 
in respect of elections, rather than extended to com- 
mittees. The result of such an extension would proba- 
bly be, that election agents would be as unscrupulous as 
ever, and if they could not keep everything secret, 
would then make a full disclosure of it and get an in- 
demnity.: The best and most course, perhaps, to 
be pursued in respect of the extensive evil of bri- 
bery appears to be to make conviction before the 
ordinary tribunals a condition precedent to the institu- 
tion of an election petition founded upon it. 


Tse Bencuers or Lixcoxn’s-usy will, on the occa- 
sion of the marriage of his Royal Highness the Prince 
of Wales, on ‘Tuesday, the 10th inst. celebrate 
the event by a dinner in the hall to their mem- 
bers, and also by distributing among the poor in 
the neighbourhood 400 tickets of 2s. 6d. each, of 
which will be given to the out-patients of King’s 
College Hospital, and 200 to out-patients of the Carey- 
street hig, wang On this occasion no speeches will 
be made, but two toasts will be given in the hall— 
one, that of her Majesty the Queen, according to 
the custom of this Inn, the other, that of the 
Prince and Princess of Wales. The members of the 
Hon. Society of Gray's-inn will also celebrate the event 
by dining together on the same day. 


An Orper ux Caancery, dated the 12th of Feb- 
ruary, has just been issued. It is as follows :— 


‘Whereas by reason of the growing increase of the business 
of this court, the number of certificates and documents of the 
like nature requiring the signature of the Accountant-General 
has become so great as inconveniently to interfere with his dis- 
charge of other and indispensable duties, now, therefore, upon 
reading an Act of Parliament passed in the 12th year of the 
reign of his Majesty King George the 1st, intituled “ An Act 
for Better Securing the Moneys and Effects of the Suitors of 
the Court of Chancery, and to prevent the Counterfeiting of 
East India Bonds and Indorsements thereon, as likewise In- 
dorsements on South Sea Bonds,” I do order that all certifi- 
cates of funds in court, and of transactions that have been 
recorded in the books of the Accountant-General—that is to 
say, payment of cash into court, sales, purchases, transfers, 
and acceptances of .stock, and carrying over of funds from one 
account toanother—shall be signed by the chief clerk of the 
Accountant-General for the time being in his own name, as for 
and on behalf of the said Accountant-General. 

(Signed) Wesrzvurr, C. 

Ow Tuursparx the first two public Acts of the Session 
were issued. The first Act (26th of Victoria, cap. 1) 
is in reference to the annuities granted to the Prince of 
Wales and the Princess Alexandra, of £40,000 and 
£10,000, to commence from the day of the marriage. 
Her Majesty is empowered to grant an annuity of 
£30,000 to her Royal Highness in the event of her sur- 
viving the Prince of Wales. The annuities are charged 
on the Consolidated Fund. The second Act of Par- 
liament is applicable to bills of exchange and pro- 
missory notes payable in the metropolis to-day. 
The preamble states, “It is imtended that her Royal 
Highness the Princess Alexandra of Denmark shall 





pass through the metropolis on her arrival in Eng- 
land on the 7th of March; and it is apprehended that 
on this occasion there will be so @ concourse of 
ople as to materially interfere the transaction of 
usiness.” It is enacted that the provisions of the 7 & 8 
Geo. 4, c. 15, and the 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 58, with respect 
to bills of exchange and promissory notes payable in the 
is on fast-days, mapeny Freed a bills and 


notes payable on the 7th of March. “Where bill 
of e rob gp gsar note shall by virtue of this 
Act be presented for payment on the day preceding the 
said 7th of March, and the same shall before 
two o'clock in the afternoon of the 9th of March, no 
notarial or other charges by reason of non-paj of 
such bill or note shall be Symp by or le 
against the person paying such bill or note.” For the 


purpose of this Act, the metropolis is defined to be the 
metropolis as defined by the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 120, for 
the better management of the metropolis. 


Mr. T. Paynrer, one of the i of the 
Westminster police-court has tig For fifteen 
years Mr. Paynter sat as a police magistrate at 
the Wandsworth and Hammersmith ice - courts. 
On the retirement of Mr. Broderip, about seven years 
ago, he was removed by his own desire to Westminster, 
where he has remained ever since. He is seventy years 
of age, and has been for a long time ia very bad 
health. His retirement will be much felt by the poor, 
as it has been his habit kindly to give legal advice and 
assistance to those who by their means were otherwise 
prevented from procuring it. 





WRITS. PROHIBITION BILL, 

A letter from Mr. Miller, of Bristol, which appeared 
in our columns last week, calls attention to the injurious 
and unreasonable provisions of Mr. Bouverie’s bill to 
prohibit the issue of writs for actions of debt in the su- 
perior courts, for sums of less than £20, Our corres- 
pondent shows that the chief sufferers by po Baer enact- 
ment will be the mercantile community, alt h it is of 
course intended as a heavy:blow at the lawyers. The bill, 
after a preamble, reciting that it is desirable to protect 
debtors from being sued in the superior courts of common 
law for sums not exceeding £20, consists of two short 
clauses which are as tollow :— 

1. That it shall not be lawful for any person to take out a 
writ or summons in an action for the recovery of a debt in the 
superior courts of common law where the debt claimed shall be 
less than £20, unless by the leave of one of the judges of her 
Majesty’s superior courts of common law at Westminster, upon 
such terms as to payment of costs, giving security for costs, or 
otherwise as the judge shall think fit, 

2. In all cases where the plaintiff dwells more than twenty 
miles from the defendant, or where the cause of action does not 
arise wholly or in some material point within the jurisdiction 
of the Court within which the defendant resides or carries on 
his business at the time of the action brought, such plaintiff 
may bring his action in the county court within the jurisdiction 
of which he either resides or carries on business, upon giving 
security to the registrar of the said county court for the costs 
of wns defendant, not exceeding in the whole the sum of ten 
pounas. ‘ 

The very preamble of the bill is in itself a legislative 
curiosity. ‘To our minds the proposition that “ it is 
desirable to protect debtors from being sued” is by no 
means unquestionable. As the law stands at present— 
since it was definitively settled j Band decision of the 
Court of Exchequer in Parr vy. Lillicrap, 11 W. R. 94, 
ante p. 185—wherever a creditor brings his action in a 
superior court, and the defendant pays into court a sum 
not exceeding £20, which is in ion of 
the cause of action, the plaintiff is deprived of his costs; 
and the County Court Act, 13 & 14 Vict. ¢. 61, 8, 11, 
enacts generally that if in any action of debt com- 
menced in one of the superior courts the plaintiff shal! 
recover a sum not phen £20, he shall have judg: 


ment to recover such sum only except where j 
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has gone by or where the judge certifies for 
regains toute le persons might therefore well 
that merchants and tradesmen—indeed, the 


su 
shoes of seventy wonitons-het already sufficient 
discouragement and to undergo when suing in the 
superior courts, where there was any chance of the 
amount recovered being less than £20. In good con- 
science small debtors can hardly require a pro- 
tection than they enjoy at t. But Mr. Bouverie 
is not satisfied with the ing state of things. He is 
e is costs a creditor who 
ly sues his debtor, where he fails to recover 
beyond he requisite sum ; but he would pro- 
hibit the issuing of writs in such eases, unless with the 
allowancs S paagewoene Se arene sme evo ds 
secure the t's costs. Any such enactment would 
proceed upon an entirely novel conception of the rela- 
tive status of debtor creditor in the eye of the-law; 
and would be only tolerable in its practical ys renga 
provided other means were devised whereby itors re- 
siding at adistance from their debtors might be enabled 
to use lega ap gm without an amount of per- 
sonal vexati loss of time and money to the credi- 
tor, such as would involve entire immunity to this class 
of debtors. The great majority of wholesale dealers not 
only in the metropolis, but in the provinces, would, ac- 
cording to Mr, Bouverie’s bill, be compelled, wherever a 
costomer residing more than twenty miles away refused 
to pay a dans of less than £20, to sue in the county 
e debtor, or to give security for costs 
to at least half the amount of the debt, ifthe plaint was 
laid in the county court of the creditor. There can be 
no question whatever that such a state of the law 
would be, extremely inconyenient in the mercantile 
world; and that it would gthatly encourage and assist 
the perpetration of small frauds. 
hether Mr. Bouverie’s bill obtains the sanction of 
the Legislature or the law is allowed to remain as it is, 
it appears us that the ition. of creditors 
requires consideration. The tendency of our legisla- 
tion. for some years past has been v incon- 
siderate as to them. Debtors, especial 
ones, have been all but armour-plated, 
culties and vexations thrown in the way of traders seek- 
ing to enforce payment of small accounts are as unrea- 
sonable as they are unnecessary. It is impolitie and 
unwise to throw any peers impediments between 
commereial debtors and their, creditors, and particularly 
to favour the former, at the expense of the latter class 
of pers e admit, at the same time, that sometimes, 
although we believe not very often, the process of the 
superior courts and its attendant terrors are put in 
motion with the view of frightening persons into terms 
which they might honestly resist, and which they would 
not -su to if the cause were pending before an 
inferior Forum. We have never heard a complaint that 
such.cases are at all numerous, and we believe that in 
truth they are of rare occurrence. If so, any such enact- 
ment, as that by Mr. Bouverie is hardly 
required even in this point of view, while we have 
shown that in some respects it is calculated to be posi- 
oe mischievous. 
What is really desirable is, on the one hand, to enable 
just creditors of © small amount to obtain payment of 


risk ; and on the other, to prevent those who claim to 
be creditors, from unfairly using the process of the supe- 
rior courts for the purpose of oppressing their alleged 
debtors who think they have a proper groand of defence. 
There to be no insuperable difficulty in devising 
some of meeting the requirements of both these 
classes; and we think that the most sensible suggestion 
on this subject which has yet been offered is that which 
ince Spain 1 Se seamen 27 te 4 
correspondents. J poses & Wri issuc 
from one of 7 jor courte for a sum less than £20 
wn that application for payment had 


small 
he  diffi- 


been made to the debtor the creditor's attorney, 
for which he should be to insist a fee, 
without which the tender of the amount of the debt 
a insufficient. = ew in oicteaine out te 
ten, where an attorney has the courtesy to @ t 

by a letter for payment of a debt, he docs s0 

out remuneration, either from his ¢lient, or from the 
other side. That the practice should nevertheless be 
maintained is highly creditable to the oye meee and 
that it might be ren conducive to t 

all honest concerned cannot be doubted. All 
that a debtor is entitled to might be secured to him 

an enactment which would prohibit the issue of a writ 
for less than £20 for a given time after formal i 
tion had been made by the creditor's attorney; and 
meanwhile the debtor would be put to no further costs 
than the'statutory fee allowed to the attorney. If he 
were really indebted and were unable to pay, there 

te be some inexpensive means for his confessing judg- 
ment, whereby he would be saved from further ; 
But if, in defiance of honesty, he refuse to adopt either 
course, then the only consideration of the Legislature 
ought to be to provide means for the creditor to enforce 
ey in a manner that is convenient and inexpensive 
to him. 





IRISH MARRIAGES. 

A bill has recently been brought in by Sir Edward 
Grogan, Mr. Vance, aud Mr. Longfield, “ to amend the 
law relating to marriages in Ireland, and to extend the 
provisions of the Act of the 22nd year of her Majesty, 
chapter 20, to the consistory courts of Armagh and 
Dublin.” The Act of Parliament alluded to provided 
certain machinery and regulations for taking evidence 
out of the jurisdiction, and the extension of its isi 
to the Irish Ecclesiastical Courts would ere bea 
useful reform; but that extension has no essential con- 
nection with the primary object of the bill under con- 
sideration, and it might as well have formed the subject 
of a separate measure. We have no quarrel with it, 
however, as it stands, and there will be no necessity to 
make any further allusion to it at present. ‘The object 
of this article is to give some discription of the amend- 
ing portion of the bill; and with this view we shall 
first very briefly review the actual state of the statute 
law as regards marriages in the sister kingdom. The 
7 &8 Vict. c. 81, entitled “an Act for marriages in Ire- 
land, and for registering such marriages,” provided that 
the Lord Lieutenant should form all the parishes, town- 
ships, and places in Ireland into districts, each of which 
should be superintended by a registrar, removable at the 
pleasure of an officer in Dublin, to be called the “ Regis- 
trag General of Marriages in Ireland.” It was expressly 
enacted that the Act was not to affect a ee by 
any Roman Catholic Priest which might then be lawfully 
celebrated, nor to extend to the registration of any, 
Roman Catholic chapel ; a provision which must carefully 
be borne in mind, as any general re’ or statements 
which we may make must be taken subject to this im- 
pores exception. The rest of the Act may be divided . 

or our present purpose into four parts, relating 

tively to the United Church, to Presbyterians, to 

and Jews, and to all other religions. As regards all these 
classes, except the Presbyterians, it was enacted (with 
certain soeceneety that a notice of every intended mar- 
riage should be sent to the registrar, which notice 
should os eneiine ae —_ of cana tee or 
any poor law union, parish or place com t 
triet’ within a pk ty time, and read or published at 
three of their meetings. After this, if no pegaeticss yal 
diment appeared, the parties were entitled to dem a 
certificate, which was to be delivered at the marriage to 
the officiating minister, the oy pd present at the 
matriage, or some other proper r (as ided in 
sect. 26), and kept with the records of In 
case of buildings regis under sect. 27, it was. mece.- 





tered 
sity that a registrar should be present, and his was the 
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hand to receive and keep the certificate. In this case 
the registrar could also grant a licence. Persons solem- 
nizing a marriage with any infringement of the rules as 
to certificates, licences, place of ceremony and the like, 
were made guilty. of felony. 

Marriages of Presbyterians in meeting-houses “ cer- 
tified” by the respective presbyteries might be per- 
formed in pursuance of licenses granted by their own 
ministers, and it was not necessary to send notice to the 
registrar ; but such certified meeting houses were to be 
registered by the Registrar-General, and a return was 
to be made to him of all the licenses so granted. 

Quakers and Jews might be married according to 
their own rites; but it was necessary to send notice to 
the registrar as before mentioned. Members of the 
United Church (unless married by license or special 
licence, or after publication of banns), were also obliged 
to send notice. 

It will be perceived that the above rules are remark- 
ably numerous and complicated. We have the Roman 
Catholics under one law, the Presbyterians under an- 
other, the United Church under a third, the Quakers 
and Jews under a fourth (being clearly exempt by 
sects. 12, 45, from the registration of buildings pro- 
vided for by sect. 27), and all other religions under a 
fifth. We have not specially described the provision 
for registration of buildings under sect. 27 (but we may 
observe that they apply principally, if not entirely, to 
the last-mentioned class) nor have we alluded to marriage 
before a registrar at his office, but we have said enough 
to show how complicated the law is at present, and we 
have placed before our readers the most material 
points of the existing Act. The bill now before the 
House does not go very far towards amending 
the present state of affairs. It makes no attempt to pro- 
vide a uniform law for all denominations. Like the 
7 & 8 Vict., it leaves the Roman Catholics to their own 
devices, and the several points of distinction between the 
various classes above enumerated are allowed to remain 
almost entirely untouched. There are several useful 
rules of detail, such as those which enforces a penalty on 
the registrar for not sending the notice to the minister, 
and on the minister for neglecting to register a mar- 
riage in cases where the bill would require him to do so. 
The regulations in clause 6 are also of a judicious cha- 
racter. The former Act loosely enacted that a marriage 
in pursuance of notice and certiticate might be solemnized 
in a registered building, according to such form and cere- 
mony as the parties might “see fit to adopt ;” whereas 
the proposed measure binds them down (if Protestants) 
to use the forms appertaining to the place of worship 
in which they are married. The forms and regulations 
as to the notice, &c., are perhaps drawn out with more 
care and accuracy than formerly. The most impor- 
tant clauses, however, are those which provide that 
the notice need not be published before the board of 
guardians, and exempt from the charge of felony 
ministers who solemnize a marriage in a registered 
building without the presence of a registrar. But 
after all said, there is scarcely enough in the bill to 
make it worth a debate in Parliament. It must be the 
— of almost every one who considers the subject 
that it proposes too much or too little. It pro too 
much if no more is desiderated, for itis scarcely worth 
while to put a grand machinery in motion for so trifling 
an object ; and it proposes too little if it is desirable that 
the legal forms of all Irish marriages should be assi- 
milated, and if a general reform is required in the por- 
tion of our statute book which relates to the marriages 
of various denominations in Ireland. 


HOUSE OF LORDS CASES, 1862. 
Byng v. Byng, 10 W. R. 633. 


The difference between the rules of construction that 
have been applied to wills and the canons used for in- 


terpreting instruments inter vivos, has Jong been one of 





the most fruitfal sources of complexity in our jurispru- 
dence. Lord Chancellor Napier, we believe, endeavoured, 
during his tenure of office in Ireland, to introduce a 
somewhat new method of construing wills, so as to read 
these instruments mainly by the light of the common 
law. We do not consider that such an innovation upon 
the rules of testamentary construction, if it the 
ordeal of the higher judicatures, would be in thé least 
an evil. Several of the judgments of Lord Mansfield 
illustrate the converse tendency. It is generally allowed 
that many of the decisions of that eminent judge 
savoured almost as much of the rules peculiar to the 
jurisprudence of Lincoln's-inn as they did of that juris- 
tical system which alone he was authorised to administer. | 
There have been few who have found fault with this 
equitable infusion into our common law system. On the 
contrary, much recent legislation has been directed to 
the infusing into our common law procedure more and 
more of equitable rules. If there is any phase of judge- 
made law that recommends itself to our ready approba- 
tion, it is that which consists of cases that tend to unite, 
by natural reciprocal attraction, the 1 divided 
systems of law and equity. If the rules for construing 
wills were assimilated to those that regulate the inter- 
pretation of instruments inter rivos, it would soon come 
to pass that instead of two different and conflicting 
series of precedents, we should have but a single 
series of cases to guide us, both in respect of wills and 
contracts. The advantages of a system comparatively 
so simple need not be enumerated. In no circum- 
stances, however, are the difficulties incident to the pre- 
sent latitude of testamentary construction more appa- 
rent than where the testator or his draftsman uses 
technical words, while at the same time the testator 
obviously mistakes their effect ; thus exemplifying the 
adage that “a little learning is a dangerous thing. 

The present case, we think, strongly corroborates the 
soundness of these views. The testatrix expressed her- 
self thus—I devise “in trust to my executors for my 
niece, M. A. B., and her children, all my two estates in 
Essex, provided she takes the name of C., and arms, 
and her children, with my mansion-house, furniture, 
plate, books, linen, &c., as heir-looms with my estate.” 
‘The House of Lords held that M. A. B. took an estate 
tail in the property—in other words, that the term chil- 
dren was a word of limitation and not of of purchase. 

It was held in Wild’s case, 6 Rep. 16 b., and has been 
since confirmed by numerous other decisions, that where 
there is a devise to a person and his children or issue, 
and he has no issue at the time of the devise, there such 
person will take an estate tail. This rule is well ex- 
emplified in the cases of Seale v. Barter, 2 Bos. & Pul. 
485, and Broadhurst v. Morris, bode Ad. 1. The oh 
son, however, assigned both in the a case, as also 
in Broadhurst v. Torvta for the establishment of the 
rule—that there are no children born at the time to 
take an immediate estate by purchase—hardly seems to 
be a sufficient foundation for ~ rule, roe st oa 

ually apply to all limitations by way of purchase, 
pe wes children in every case, and, rn ey all 
family settlements. The rule, however, has n in 
several cases strained to prevent a lapse, for ifa child is 
afterwards born, who outlives, but whose nt dies in 
the lifetime of the testator, the child will be entitled 
(Buffar v. Bradford, 2 Atk. 220). Where there are 
children at the time of the devise, the parent and child 
will, under a devise such as we are discussing, take as 
joint tenants for life. The decision in Jeffery v. Honywood, 
4 Madd. 398, appears to infringe upon the principle in 
Wild’s case. A testator devised an estate to his daughter, 
“and to ajl and every the child and children, whether 
male or female, of her body lawfully issuing, and unto 
his, her, and their heirs, or assigns for ever, as tenants 
in common, and not as joint-tenants.” It was held by 
Sir John Leach, V.C., that she took only an estate for 
life. This decision was mainly grounded upon’ the im- 
probability that the testator intended that his daughter's 
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share should continually diminish upon the birth of a 
new child, the devise being‘comprehensive enough to 
include “born children. So very liar a reason 
is likely to aonre a my t of much of its autho- 
rity. an case also, Wood v. Barron, 1 East. 259, 
the word children seems to have been treated as a word 
of limitation, although there were children living at the 
date of the will. But these cases appear to be op 
to the current of the authorities which have confirmed 
pedi 5 ae nee in the; abstract: form it is there 
vi at no contrary intention is mani- 
fested in nt as parts of the devise in question. 

If the rule in Wild’s case has not been very strictly 
followed in cases where realty formed the subject-matter 
of the devise, still more unsettled is the law respecting 
this rule as regards personalty. Suppose A. bequeaths 
personal estate to B., “ arid his children,” and there are 
no children at the time of the will, does the parent take 
an absolute interest in the personalty, or only a life 
estate ? In the case of Heron v. Stokes, 3 Tr. Eq. Rep. 163, 
Lord Plunket considered that the rule applied to per- 
sonal estate. Lord St. Leonards, when Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland, decided to the contrary (see S. C., 1 C. & L. 
270). Again, Lord Brougham, when Stokes v. Heron, 
(12 Cl, & Fin. 161), came before the House of Lords, 
concurred in opinion with Lord Plunket. The de- 
cision of Lord St.. Leonards, however, has been 
followed in the case of Zurnbuli vy. Procter, 2 Y. & 
Coll. C, C. 478, and may, therefore, be considered 
as expressing the rule which will in future be fol- 
lowed in such cases. We are strongly of opinion 
that the more nearly our law of personal property is 
assimilated to our real property code, even though the 
change involves an extension of technical rules, the 
more nearly would not only harmony but also simplicity 
in our legal. system be attained. We therefore regret 
that so high an authority as Lord St. Leonards diverted, 
with respect to cases of this description, the course of 
judge-made law from, what we should be disposed to 
regard as its natural channel. It has been argued 
that the object of the rulein Wiid’s case, is to give some 
interest to the children, and that the only way in which 
this can be effected with respect to realty is by giving 
an estate tail to the parent, which, if not barred, may 
come to the children, but that, if a guasi-entail in per- 
sonalty be given to the parent, it would confer an abso- 
lute interest upon him. (Vide Tudor’s Leading Cases in 
Real Property, p. 548.) These views spent to us to be 
a copy ot the reasoning which led to the establishment 
of the cy pres doctrine, by which, when a testator has 
indicated a general intention that property is to be given 
to a certain person or class, and a particular intention that 
they are to take in a certain way, which is ascertained to 
be either illegal or impossible, then the particular inten- 
tion is disregarded, in order that the general intention 
may take effect. In other words, the parent takes all 
in order that the children may possibly obtain some by 
descent. The heir in tail will, indeed, inherit the entail 
if not barred. But he is only one out of, perhaps, many 
children. in, the donee in tail may bar and alien the 
entail. In what respect, then, are the children more 
likely to receive any portion of the realty than if the 
interest meathed consisted of personalty, which, if 
the parent did not alien it, would fall to the sion, 
not of one, but of all the children, according to the 
literal terms of the bequest. The cy pres doctrine, how- 
ever, we apprehend, was originally invented to meet 
devises under powers, where, if the parent did not take 
an entail, the children would, neither immediately, nor 
on his death, take anything, but the subject matter of 
the intended agpewamens would go as in default of 
appointment. é reason, therefore, upon which the 
cy pres doctrine was founded, by no means applies to 
the non-extension of the rule in Wild’s case to bequests 
of personalty, while the fact that under that rule al/ 
the children might take as next of kin as also the 
general harmony of our whole legal system, seems 





— called for ‘its extension: to bequests of per- 
sonality. ‘ : 

It, indeed, there be a plain intent expressed in the- 
will to the contrary, the rule in Wild’s case will not’ 
apply either to devises or bequests. Mr. Fearne's obser- 
vations* on the application of the rule in Shelley’s case, 
wherea difficulty thus arises, appear so pertinent, that we 
should gladly cite them if the at our di per- 
mitted. We altogether concur with that unri writer 
in the opinion that the extension of the rule in Shelley’s 
case to most of the class of incongruous limitations. that 
we have mentioned “ would never be found much at 
variance with the presumable scope of the testator’s 
general intention ; notwithstanding his having, in ex- 
pression, confined the first taker to an estate for life.” 

In the present case the children would have taken by 
purchase according to the rule in Wild’s case, as there 
were several living at the death of the testatrix, if a con- 
trary intention on her part were not indicated by the 
subsequent use of the word “ heir-looms.” Such articles 
of course are enjoyed collectively by the heir, and not 
divided amongst several. As the accessory follows the 
nature of the principal, so also does it sometimes, as in 
the present case, indicate that nature. The estates, 
therefore, were not to be divided, but to go with heir- 
looms. This case shows that little, if any, effect is given 
to technical rules in respect of the construction of wills 
where a regard to technicality would conflict with any 
presumed intention of the testator. To this, mainly, 
are we to attribute the reason of the o ion of 
Lord Coke, which was repeated by the Lord Chan- 
cellor in the present case, that ‘' wills and the construe- 
tion of them do more perplex a man than any other, 
and to make a certain construction of them exceedeth 
jurisprudentium artem. 





STATISTICS OF THE COURT OF CHANCERY FOR 
1861. 

The light of judicial statistics was expected by not 
a few feloruiliie spirits to disclose enormous abuses 
in the Court of Chancery. ‘he working of that 
that judicature, however, will be found, on examina- 
tion, to bear such a comparison with the other tribunals, 
as will reflect no slight degree of credit upon our courts 
of equity. 

The total number of causes and all matters for hear- 
ing at the commencement of we was 486; set 
down during the year, 2,048; heard during the year, 
2,001; otherwise dis of, 182; remanets at the end 
of the year, 401. ‘The totals under these heads, for the 
two preceding years respectively, were—for hearing at 
the commencement of the year, 442 in 1860, and 382 in 
1859; set down during the year, 2,269 in 1860, 2,226 
in 1859; heard during the year, 2,001 in 1860, and 
2,028 in 1859; otherwise disposed, 225 in 1860, and 
145 in 1859; remanets, at the end of the year, 485 in 
1860, and 440 in 1859. In the year 1861 the proceed-° 
ings were disposed of with considerably more dispatch 
than in the two immediately preceding years, as indi- 
cated by the number of remanets at the end of these 
years respectively. : 

The total number of orders made in 1861 was 9,962 ; 
in 1860 this return was 10,037, and in 1859 it was 
9,979. The chief proceedings originating in chambers 
for the year 1861 stand thus—there were of summonses 
to originate proceedings for the administration of estates 
480, and under the Charitable Trusts Acts, 23; for + 

intment of guardians and maintenance of infants, 144; 
‘or other p 134. The total of these proceed- 
ings was 781. Of other summonses there were 16,066. 
The orders made thereon were, of the class drawn up 
by the registrars, 6,320; and of the class drawn up in 
chambers, 4,914. The orders b t into chambers for 


rosecution (including twelve for windi speweenetee) 
bets 2,112, The amount of debts proved was £873,120. 


* Fearne’s Con. Rem., p. 199, 10th ed. 
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The number of accounts (other than receivers’ accounts) 
was 613; the receipts therein were £5,049,103. The 
number of receivers’ accounts was. 613; the receipts 
therein amounted to £1,551,132. The sales of estates 
were 411, and the number of purchases 94. Under 
orders for winding up companies the amount of calls 
made was £123,221. The total amount of fees levied by 
stamps was £10,259. The number of orders for wind- 
ing up companies, appanes at date of return, was 88. 

urther iculars regarding winding-up cases are 
furnished further on in the statistics—thus, we find 
that there were of contributories, included in the list of 
contributories, 201; and of contributories excluded 
therefrom, 19. The orders made were 482; the 
amount of calls made was £123,222 11s, 3d.; the divi- 
dends ordered to be paid to creditors were £157,146 
5s. 10d. Of this sum therd was realized by sales, 
£27,015 10s. Gd.; the assets realized amounted to 
£396,531 16s. 5d.; and the dividends paid to creditors 
reached £276,573 6s. 8d. A balance remained for 
future distribution amounting to £210,164 lds. 1d. 
Of the 92 cases mentioned in the returns, 26 were con- 
cluded within the year. 

The Examiners’ return shows that the number of wit- 
nesses whose evidence was taken down was 347, and 
that the amount of fees received by stamps was 
£223 8s. In 1860 the number of witnesses was 415; 
the amount of fees, £245. In 1859 the number of wit- 
nesses was 456; the amount of fees £238. The pro- 
gressive decline in this series of returns indicates that 
the profession does not much approve of this method of 
examination. It is singular that we have had so many 
varied nostrums suggested as suitable systems of taking 
evidence in chancery, and that no consistent plan has 
yet been devised. 

The number of suits instituted before the Master of 
the Rolls and the three Vice-Chancellors, for the 
year 1861, was as follows :—There were of bills or in- 
formations filed, 2,176; of claims filed under general 
order of 1850, nil.; of special cases, filed under Act 
14 Vict. c. 35, 29; of administration summonses, 488 ; 
and of other originating summonses, 303. We thus 
have a total of 2,996. 

The total of the proceedings in each of the different 
classes of suits, was as follows:—The proceedings in 
suits by bill or information numbered 17,291; those 
on claim were only 3; on summons, 1,208; in special 
eases, 37; and other proceedings, 50,469. The total 
in this branch was consequently 69,008. The amount of 
fees collected in the office by stamps was £24,084. 

The return made by the Lord Chancellor's principal 
secretary of the proceedings in his office shews that the 
number of petitions for hearing in 1861 was 1,806; in 
1860 the like return was 1,828; and in 1859 it was 
1,811. These petitions were thus distri buted :—Before 
the Lord Chancellor, 24; before the Lords Justices, 
109; before Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, 450; Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart, 601; Vice-Chancellor Wood, 622. 
The amount of fees collected by stamps was, in 1861, 
£1,498; in 1860, £1,414; and in 1859, £1,528. 

‘the petitions. set down for hearing at the Rolls in 
1861 was 722; in 1860 the number was 783; and in 
1859 it was 747. 

The following is the return made by the Taxing- 
Masters:—The number of orders and references for 
taxation was 2,921; of bills taxed, 6,667; and of certi- 
ficates and allocations, 2,630. The taxations under 
6 & 7 Vict. c. 75, and under the Lands Clauses Consoli- 
dation Act, 1845, were 186. ‘There were, of taxations 
in lunacy, 170; of taxations under requests from 
officers of other courts, 96. The total proceedings were 
3,373. The total amount of costs taxed was, in 1661, 
£884,918; in 1860 it was £785,262; and in 1859, 
£794,456. The statistics leave us in doubt whether 


these returns indicate the amounts of bills of costs as 
furnished or as taxed. These are matters as to which 
we should desire some slight minuteness ef detail. 








The Accountant-General’s returns inform us that 
there was paid into court daring the year the sum of 
£16,689,345 8s. 2d,, and paid out of éourt the sum of 
£15,842,876 17s. 2d. The Chancery returns’ conclude 
with an accouut of the state of the Suitors’ Fund, and 
. ae Fund, = to se we refer 

e er to pa) on these funds that fceee 
ante, vol. 4, p. 818. ‘The statistics of the nose 4 
Court of Lancashire are not of sufficiently genera 
interest to be referred to by us at any length. That 
peng fees are ts business, and exemplifies 
the feasibility of localising equitable tribunals, if the 
establishment of such jurisdictions should, on general 
grounds, be deemed expedient. 


THE LAW OF LIEN. 
By Oxtver Srerxen Rovnp, Esq,, of Lincola’s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law. 
No. II. 
‘ Souicitors’ Lisn. 

Solicitors have a general lien at law (Ex parte Stirling, 
16 Ves. 259, 18 ibid. 382) ; so have bankers, factors, and 
wharfingers. Mr. Stokes, in his able work on the Lien 
of Solicitors,. divides this branch of the subject into two 
grand divisions, the retaining lien and the charging lien ; 
and most important these rights are, and especially the 
first, for there are not a few who entertain the idea, that 
a lawyer is not entitled to be paid for his labours, and 
this idea is not confined to dishonest people, but is held 
by those who would be the first to repudiate the cha- 
racter of being capable of unfair dealing. As ‘a class, 
solicitors are a hard-working and most respectable body. 
There are no doubt exceptions, and it is certainly to 
regretted that so ‘a has been given for com- 
mon censure ; still, however, a man must be paid for his 
labour, and this is often of the most onerous and un- 
palatable description. The liens of solicitors are either 
principal or agent liens, and as a part of this subject, 
there are liens of proctors, of i conveyancers, 
What a retaining lien is we have seen, the subject 





&e. 
matter in the case of attorneys being the papers of ¢hzir 
clients, against whom they have a daha r custs. The 


charging lien arises in this manner: when 4a solicitor is 
successful in a suit, he recovers by his ind what his 
client has claimed, and inasmuch as he is ly at con- 
siderable fox fees to counsel, stamps, &c., it would 
be unjust that he should be compelled to pay over what 
he has thus obtained, without having any upon it 
for his costs. Where the proceedings are what is called 
friendly, the Courts take care of the solicitor in this re- 
spect (Re Smith, 9 W. R. 396). : 

In some cases a fund in court is subject to this lien (Kel- 
lett v. Kelley, 8 Irish Eq. Rep. 34), and the subject matter 
necessarily varies according to the cireumstances. For 
instance, costs ordered to. be paid, may not imelude a 
solicitor’s claim, but only of the gentlemen employed on 
the opposite side; and here, of course, he must resort to 
what is recovered, which is the subject matter (15 Ves. 
79). This lien cannot attach upon real estate, and th> 
rights of the solicitor in respect of it are only co-exten+ 
sive with the client's (Shaw v. Neale, 6 H, of L. Cas. 681, 
and 2 Cr. M. & Ros. 420). But where there is a 
subject matter and clear right to the ¢ g lien, 
the Court will go so far as to grant fo the itor a 
stop order on the fund (Hobson v. Sherwood, 8 Beav. 
486). 

ie most cases a petition is the eourse for enforcing 
charging lien, but im some instances a summons (18 Jur. 
114); Sen te kris ane eae a 

titioning is one , whie Court 
would not entertain, as being utter’ to the 

tion which the bar s sustain, whose are, 
debts at all, debts of honour, arid usually in the hands 
of honourable men (Re May, 7 W.R. 126). Thus fir in 


HAE commen low the-charglog len sey Wy’ chewed, 





























341 





ne 





not against third parties, but against the sheriff. 
gen age got Lay meg myptn tere arate 
the same as in equity, the solicitor having legal remedies 
according to the forms of the polisher 5 Se The Sta- 
tute of Limitations does not bar either the retaining or 
charging et which is attached not to the 
the debt. (Re Bromhead, 16 L. J. Q. B. 358 ; Higgins 
vy. Scott, 2 B. & Ad. 413), A solicitor’s lien upon - 
pa i fom custom, and extends. therlore 0 al 
is owing to him, not confined to or in special re- 
> those documents (Turner v. Deane, 3 Exch. 
ity v. Wyld, 2 W. R. 270; 


Baskets also havea general lien for balatice dae to 
them on the general account, pha: et in their 


hands belo: to a customer, of course, there is 
poems «7 e circumstances inconsistent with such 
general (Ez parte Sterling, 16 Ves. 257, 3 Mod. 


306; Stokes on Solicitor’s Lien, pp. 28 and 63; Turner 
v. Deane, 8 Exch. 889; Brandao v. Barnett, 12 Cl. & 
Fin. 806). It is almost unnecessary to say that the pos- 
session of assets by the bankers must be a rightful and 
bond fide ion to give them the right of lien, as 
have none. Thus, if an agent 
securities of his principal with his bankers, and they 
have notice or knowledge of the fact, have no lien 
of those securities (7 ruettel v. Baraudon, 8 Taunt. 100 ; 
Crosson Lien, 320), But supposing they have no such 
knowledge, then the securities are available (ibid). 
* Banxagvrrs’ Lien. 

Ifa man who has a lien becomes bankrupt, the lien 
me to his assignees ( Wilson v. Balfour, 2 Camp. 
579). 

Avcrionggrs’ Lien, 
nil Bebe 5 eed a fe 
for th e, sup e hase 

tigde them either by himself or others, but 
not for his commission ; nor has he any lien ye 
deposited with him (Sanderson v. Bell, 2 Cr. & M. 304; 
Cross on Lien, 388). Nor generally ean there be a lien 
on deeds deposited (Pratt v. Vizard, 5 B. & Ald. 872). 


Factors AND Brokers. 
With to factors and brokers their rights are 
— by the statutes 4 Geo. 4, c. 83, and 6 Geo. 4, 


c. 94. 

A lord of the manor has a general lien for the keep 
of an animal taken as an estray (Henry v. Walsh, 3 
Salk. 686) ; although we have seen that a shipwright 
has none for the hire of a dock where he detained a ship, 
on his right of lien, for repairs rye v. British Em- 
pire Shipping Company, 8 H. of L. Cas. 338: but see 
Scarfe v. ‘Morgen, 4M. & W. 283). A general lien 
may be converted into a specific one by express contract 
(Stmond v. Herbert, 1 R. & M. 719). rs have 
a general lien (1 M‘Cl. & Y. 188), and this depends upon 
usage in the same way as carriers’ lien, 


An agent stands epee and 
agent in is principal, can 
pi gp mn rights as he has; but there can be 
i in the hands of an agent unless 
agreement (Scott v. Pacher, 3 Mer. 652) ; but 
for that purpose only, may be 
(Small vi Attrood; 1 
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lien, where there is an agreement to return the chattel 
(ibid.) ; and there can be no general lien where there is 


agreement ; does a deposit for safe  econ~ 
fr any Fight toa general lien (Miner v. I 
& Ryl. Mavgety wiciny § tomy gr a third 
person (Reeves v. Capper, 5 Bing. N. C. 136). 
JUDGMENTS. 
Ju 


su : L. Cas. 580, 
1 Drew. 587, but only half the is sek 
under the writ of it, 29 Car. 2, c. 3 (Statute 


eligi 

Frauds), ss. 14, 15, copyholds not being liable 

Com. Diy but now all estates are ued by gl 
ments (1 & 2 Vict. c. 110; 2 Vict. : 

Lien, 100 ef seq.). It is not proposed, in observations 


such as the present, to consider the law i bem 
ments, albeit a most important branch of our 
because,so far as the subject of lien is concerned, it is 


rather a question as to the estate affected than the thing 
affecting it, that thing being distinct with the i 
already referred to, in the important ease of Lane v. 


Horlock, cited above. 





EQUITY. 


WiILL—Resipuary Girt—Contrary IyTENTION. 
Bush v. Cowan, M. B., 11 W. RB. 395., 

A residuary gift by will includes, as the reader is 
aware, every portion of the testator’s property nob pre- 
viously disposed of by him, and since the Wills Act of the 
present reign, comprises all lapsed and void gifts pre- 
viously made by him, unless a conttary intention be ap- 
parent from the will. This plenitude of testamentary 
disposition is still further augmented by the fact that 
since the passing of the same Act every testamentary 
disposition speaks from the death of the testator, unless 
he directs otherwise. 

It is often, however, very difficult to determine whether 
“a contrary intention” be indicated to. eon- 
trol the statutory rules of testamentary construction. In 
Moss v. Harter, 2 Sm. & G. 458, @ settlor transferred 
a debt to a trustee in trust for such persons and purposes 
as the settlor should by deed appoint, and, in 
pay the income ‘to the settlor for life, and on his death tor 
distribute the amount amongst specified 
afterwards executed an appointment by deed of part of 
the fund, and confirmed the trusts of the settlement as to. 


secondly, that, even if no such intention 
Wills Act applied only to cases where the power of ap 
pointment was equivalent to absolute The cir 
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used by B., through some doubt whether the power of 
appointment affectéd the dividends. The decision of his 
Honour certainly implies that the testator had a very good 
knowledge of law, or rather a desire to lead to the dis- 
cussion of an intricate question. It seems somewhat 
strange that he did not refer to the corpus of the fund ex 
abundanti cautelad. The plain construction of the will is 
that he did not mean to give his wife the corpus of the 
fund. Furthermore, he had not power to appoint by 
deed. The property, therefore, was not such as he had 
“ power to appoint in any manner he might think pro- 
per,” within the meaning of the 27th section of the Wills 
Act. The case of Spooner’s Trust, 2 Sim. N. S. 129, 
however, is strongly corroborative of his Honour’s opinion. 
In that case a testatrix, having a general power of ap- 
pointment over a sum of stock, appointed it to her sons 
E. and F., and her other children equally. She also left 
any other sum of money or property to which she might 
thereafter be entitled, to be divided amongst such of her 
children as might be living at her death, and shé consti- 
tuted E. her residuary legatee. F. died in her lifetime. 
It was held that E. was entitled to a share of stock in- 
tended for F. The will in this case showed that the tes- 
tatrix was aware of the distinction between that property 
and the property which was the subject of her ownership, 
and that she intended them to go in different channels. 
Nevertheless, the residuary bequest prevailed in respect of 
F.’s share. A residuary gift is intended to comprise every 
thing not otherwise effectually given. A testator intends 
to give a particular gift away from a residuary legatee, 
only for the sake of the particular legatee, and conse- 
quently, upon failure of the particular legatee’s taking, 
the Court gives effect to the general intent. In respect of 
these views vide Easum v. Appleford, 10 Sim. 274, and 
5 Myl. & Cr. 56. Notwithstanding these cases, however, 
we think that his Honour’s decision in the present case 
has considerably strained the law in favour of residuary 
devisees, the disputed property having been previously 
disposed of by will. 
FoRECLOSURE—PARTIES. 
Caddick v. Cook, M. R., 11 W. R. 395. 

The opinion is, we think, very general, that there is no 
defect in a bill, which now-a-days may be more easily got 
over than the want of a sufficient number of parties. This 
impression is, of course, mainly founded upon the recent 
legislative efforts to simplify equity procedure. Even 
prior to the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, we find it stated in Mit- 
ford’s Treatise on Pleading, p. 34, that, if the otherwise 
necessary parties cannot be prevailed upon to make de- 
fence to the bill, and if there are other parties, the Court 
will, in some cases, proceed against those parties ( Williams 
v. Whinyates, 2 Br. C. C. 399, 16 Ves. 326). This discre- 
tionary power of the Court is most usually invoked in 
cases where some of the proper parties are out of the juris- 
diction. In Walley v. Walley, 1 Vern. 487, a necessary 
defendant, being beyond sea, upon affidavit made of the 
fact, and that plaintiff knew not whether he was living 
or dead, an order was made.upon motion to proceed 
against the other defendants without prejudice, and the 
plaintiff afterwards obtained a decree without bringing 
such defendant to hearing. The leading ground of dis- 
tinction between those cases in which a necessary party 
was dispensed with, and those in which his presence was 
deemed imperative, may be thus stated:—If the absent 
party is merely a passive object of the decision of the 
Court, or his rights are merely incidental to those of the 
parties already before the Court, it will proceed to a com- 
plete adjudication; but if neither of these conditions be 
fulfilled the Court cannot proceed to a determination 
against the absent party. The principle we have stated 


still operates in all cases to which the provisions of the 
recent chancery statutes do not extend. In the present 
case, therefore, where the equity of redemption in mort- 
gaged property was devised to three persons as tenants 
in common, and a bill of foreclosure was filed against 
them, stating that one was out of the jurisdiction, and the 
latter had not been served with the bill, it was held that 








in the absence of the tenant in common, who was ee of 


| the jurisdiction, no decree of foreclosure or sale could be 


_—_——- 


made. 

PURCHASE OF SHARES BY COMPANY—ACQUIESCENCE. 
—Where the acquiescence of the shareholders of a joint 
stock company is necessary to give validity to a transfer 
of shares to a trustee for the company, the entry of the 
transfer in the company’s books, and the return of the 


_name of the transferee to the registration office is suffi- 


cient notice to the shareholders, whose acquiescence, after 
two years, will be presumed. A shareholder, who has 
sold and transferred his shares to a trustee for the com- 
pany, under the belief that he is dealing with the trans- 
feree personally, cannot afterwards be placed on the list 
of contributories, whether the company has power to 
purchase shares or not. 

The Lord Chancellor, in giving judgment, said:—“ If 
the company had power to purchase shares, and only a 
certain formality were requisite to make it valid, then if 
the company was found taking the benefit of the trans- 
action, and entering it in their books, I consider that 
he was borne out by reason and by_ express authority, 
in inferring that the authority had been antecedently 
supplied or subsequently added. The fact of the trans- 
feror being a shareholder made no difference as to the 


| inference to be drawn, as he was dealing with the 


company at arm’s length. The company had a right to 
do what they did with the acquiescence of the shareholders; 
and there was reason to infer that that formality was not 
wanting.” —Jn re The British Provident Assurance Society, 
Grady’s Case, L. C., 11 W. R. 385. 


MorTGAGE—ARREARS OF INTEREST.—A mortgagee is 
not entitled, under the 3 & 4 Will. 4,c. 27,8. 42, to recover 
as against a second mortgagee and subsequent incumbran- 
cers, the arrears of interest due on his mortgage for more 
than six years, by reason of an acknowledgment. in 
writing by the mortgagor of the sum due in respect of 
interest. 

The words in the 42nd section “ by whom the same. is 
payable,” denote not merely those who are legally bound 
by contract to pay the interest, but all against whom pay- 
ment may be enforced by any action or suit.—Bolding v. 
Lane, L. ©., 11 W. R. 886. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE—TIME—PLEADING—AMEND- 

MENT.—Where, in an agreement between a railway 
company and a landowner, for the purchase of land for a 
railway, it was provided that the company should make 
such crossings as C., or him failing, the engineer or surveyor 
of the landowner, should, within one month after delivery 
of possession of the land, notify in writing to the company, 
and no notification in writing was made until three months 
after such delivery of possession, when the company’s 
works had considerably progressed, it was held, that time 
was of the essence of the contract, and that the notification 
not having been made within the time appointed was not 
binding on thecompany. Where an agreement is precise 
and positive in its terms, the proof that any part of it 
has been waived lies on the party alleging such waiver, 
and must be clear and distinct. Where a bill is filed for 
the specific performance of an agreement to execute 
certain works, to be determined by the award of a third 
party, and the case made by the bill is substantially based 
on the supposition that such award is valid and binding, 
the plaintiff cannot at the hearing abandon the award as 
invalid, and fall back upon the general scope of the agree- 
ment. 
Where, at the hearing, it appears that the quéstions 
at issue are not properly raised by the record, it is in 
the discretion of the Court either to give the plaintiff 
leave to amend, or to dismiss the bill without prejudice. 
Where the matters necessary to be introduced into the 
record are connected with the matters already in issue, 
the proper course is to give leave to amend, Where such 
matters are not so. connected, the proper course is to 
dismiss the bill—Zarl of Darnley v. The L. Chat. and 
D. Ry. Comp., L, J. 11 W. BR. 388. 
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PARTNERSHIP—DIVISION OF. PROFITS.—The Lords 
Justices inthis case reversed the. decision of Sir 
J. Stuart, V.C4 and decided that where two per 


join particular ’ 

whether the intention was that the first two persons 
should be considered for the purposes of the adventure as 
one person, and where there is evidence that such was 
the intention the profits or lossés of the adventure will 
be divided into moieties, and not into thirds.— Warner v. 
Smith, L.J., 11 W.R. 892. 


MUTUAL ASSURANCE CLUB—CONTRIBUTION—PARTIES 


oh amongst the members, the aniotint due té the 
[> ected noha tome of a vessel insnted in thé 


Tai eeebadons due winhtanis et eae Wir vits Wns, ta 
the ftiles, to assist the members in its matiagement, and 
Sy unieoper povtoed bs Gomadeaha 19 were held not to 
t parties as defendants to such a suit (though 
fiot allege that they were members of the 
aby 6 is proebil thet thiy Were plied of the geben 
body, anid were bound to dccount for the mode ih w 
the futids of the company were distributed, The rile 
prep indking meré witnesses parties does not apply in 
such & case. 
PP ghee mm dow nea Bote od Of ship-owners for 
purpose of inuttally insuritig their ships against loss, 
and for mtitual contribution in the event of such loss, is 


no policies of instrance are granted or issued by such as- 
sdciation.— Bromley v. Williams, M. R., 11 W.R. 392. 


AGREEMENT—RESCINDING.— Where a plaintiff proved 
by unquestionable evidence that there was a mistake in 
essential parts of a written agreement, it was held that 
he, was entitled to have it set aside. 

To sanction the right to set aside an agreement on the 
of fraud, mistake, or surprise, parol,evidence is in 
Cages essential; but where specific performance is 
the Court has a discretion which is not permitted 
it is called to set aside an instrument on any of 
grounds;— Price y. Ley, V.C.8., 11 W. RB. 399. 


STATUTE oF MoRTMATN—SecRtT TRust—CHantry.— 
In 1851, L. gave two acres of land of the yearly value 
of £3, to upon trust to it a church and 
schools to be theteon. The deed contained no pro- 
visions for erécting the buildings, and there was no 
detlaration of of the tents in the méantime. The 
it pitty lee a afterwards I. made a 

g@ legacies for of building and éii- 
dowing # church, and building schools on the land. 
bene in| Was dotie by the trustees during the donor's 

The land was farmed by L.’s bailiffs, and o 


ne 


ae tits 


winded ot thd fice consumed at 1.’s establishment. 
There was no evidence of arly agreement between 
1; Wan Cob trtaesen tat L. should have any benefit from 


the land, but there was soffié evidence to the contrary. 

died in 1857, and @ bill was filed by one of the resi- 
eS eh ce Gat ae 

Lords Justices held that the deed on the face of 

it was valid, and that on the evidenct it was not void on 


— given by the will, and that those | vey 
bie etinet—Pr ry, wore ti ave 








tiade in court.—Snowdon v. The Met. R. Comp. L. 0., 11 
W. R. 386. 


—— It is in the discretion of the judge to hear m 
in chambers, or to adjourn them into court— Re The Ayr. 
Cattle Ais, Comp, L. ©. 11 W. B. 886. 


Two ORDERS FOR ADMINISTRATION —Costs. — Two 
orders for administration having been obtained in dif- 
ferent branches of the overs, Foe Court il ener: Gia.oer 
ministration to proceed in that branch of the court in 


standing such order may be posterior in date. 
The Court will limit the costs of opposing such an ap- 
plication.— Littlewood v. Collins, L. J. 11 W, BR. 387. 


CROsSs-EXAMINATION.—Ani affidavit having been made 
by the plaintiffs’ solicitor, in support of an application 
to amend the bill, the deferidanits served the solicitor with 
a& subpoena to attend and be cross-examined upon his 
affidavit. Before the cross-examination could be taken 
the order for amending the bill was made in chambers; it 
wis held, that after the order was madé, so that the pro- 
ceedings upon which the affidgvit had been made were 
no longer pending, the defendants were not entitled to 
cross-examine the solicitor. — The Catholic Publishing 
Comp. v. Wyman, V. 0. W., 11 W. B. 399. 


: 


- 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lornps Jusriczs.) 
March 4.—In a case upon the construction of 4 will the 
probate of the will was asked for, and not being in court,. . 
Lord Justice Kntext Bruce said that it ought to be gene- 
rally understood that when a case was brought before the 
Court rélating to the constructibn of a will of estate 
the probate shoiild always be produced. oaght to be 
awate of 


REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING, 


PERIOD OF DisTRIBUTION. 
Re Crosae’s Wilt, ¥V. C.K, 11 W. R. 396. 

It is strange that notwithstanding the almost innu- 
meérable cases exemplifying the difficulty of determining 
when a legacy is to yest, and whether it be contingent 
upon the legatees surviving a previous taker, the 
of wills, nevertheless, persevere in treading that which 
is 80 beaten as to produce nothing but thistles A littlesur- . 
plusage of expression would be very pardonable in all such 
cases, if it only tended to elucidate the testator’s a etnng 
especially as we are likely to find no lack of general 
where these are not wan’ Where the limitations are 
complicated, it is not, ae easy to foresee the actual 
contingencies to which the facts may give rise; but 
where the facts are not very Humérous, nothing should be 
left to the experisive process of a determination in chan- 
cery. This class of difficulties reminds us of the perils of 
a contingent remainder at law, which, even at the present 
day, may by reason of the brévity of the precediig 

terest, 


a Farrer v. Barker, 9 Hare 737, there were 
of £1,000 given to each of the three ¢ then 
of A., thie testator’s ter, witha proviso for the pay- 
ment of the interest for their maintenance La 
nority, and a bequest of £2,000 bap awendy sph pas" 
alland 


ape copper ges 


with a proviso that if chy vile of tions of Ue children 
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A. should die under twenty-one without leaving issue, 
the original and accrued legacies and shares bequeathed 
to the child or children so dying should go to the others 
and other of the said children equally; and there was also 
a declaration that, if all the children of A. should die 
under twenty-one, and without leaving issue, the legacies 
of £1,000 a-piece should not be raisable, but from and after 
the decease of the last surviving child, the said legacies 
—and from and after the decease of her daughter, the 
£2,000—should sink into the residue. It was held that 
the rights of the children of A. in the legacy of £2,000 
were contingent upon their surviving their mother. The 
grounds of this judgment were two-fold—first, the instru- 
ment of gift was a will and not a settlement, as to which 
there would be stronger reasons for holding the vesting 
of the interests of those intended to be benefitted. If these 
interests do not vest, there is a resulting trust for the 
settlor; but, in cases of legacies, the residuary legatee, it 
is said, might take. Weown we do not see much wisdom 
in this difference of rules of construction in respect to 
wills and to settlements, although it has been the founda- 
tion of numerous subsequent cases. We think it would 
have been quite as expedient that the Court should have 
inclined to lay down a like rule for wills and deeds, as re- 
gards this question. However, aliter visum. The second 
reason given for the decision in Furrer v. Barker was 
that the testator did not stand in loco parentis towards 
the legatees who were his grandchildren, in favour of 
whom there is not the same reason to lean to a vesting 
of gifts as there is in the case of children. For this rea- 
son we cannot help replying that, though there is not the 
same urgency for maintaining a vesting of interests in 
respect of grandchildren and of children, yet we see no 
reason whatever for inclining to consider gifts to the for- 
mer as contingent. We have dwelt at some length upon 
this case, because its circumstances, and the principle of 
the judgment in it, were very similar to those of the 
present decision. In Jn re Wollaston’s Settlement, which 
is perhaps the latest case on the point, a fund was 
settled in trust for the wife for life, and in case she should 
leave any issue living at her death, for the husband 
for life, and, after his decease, upon trust to divide it 
amongst the children of the marriage that should be then 
living on their respectively attaining the age of twenty- 
one years. If there was no child, or if all died in the 
wife’s lifetime, the fund was to be paid to such persons 
as the wife should by will appoint, and, in default, to be 
paid to the executors or administrators of the husband or 
wife, or the survivor of them. In case the wife survived 
the husband, without leaving issue then living, the fund 
was to be paid to the wife. The wife died leaving chil- 
dren who had attained twenty-one, and the husband was 
still living. The Master of the Rolls held that the limi- 
tation to the children remained contingent until the 
death of their father. Upon this construction, the reader 
will observe that it was possible, in a certain event, that 
the fund might not be disposed of, and that the con- 
cluding clauses are somewhat iticonsistent with the deci- 
sion. Nevertheless, on the whole, it is doubtless sound. 
If the instrument be ambiguous, and the clauses in- 
consistent, the Court may modify the expressions used so 
a3 to hold that all the children who attained twenty-one 
were to be benefitted (Howgrave v. Cartier, 3 Ves. & B. 
79). In Swallow v. Binns, 1 K. & J. 417, however, this 
discretion of the Court was not allowed to be extended to 
the case of a mere verbal ambiguity. The rule, therefore, 
may be expressed to be, that in ordinary instruments an 
express estate cannot be enlarged except by necessary 
inference, but that in cases of settlements, even volun- 
tary ones, there is an implication of law arising from 
the nature of the instrument, that the settlor intended to 
provide portions for his children when they would be 
wanted—viz., when they attained twenty-one, and that 
in favour of this presumption the Court will strain any 
verbal ambiguity in the instrument in question. The 
point in the present case was whether a bequest to sur- 
viving sons was extended to all the sons of the testator 








by the subsequent clauses. The word “son,” applying as 
it did to all the sons, or the surviving sons, raised the 
difficulty. But it was an ambiguity merely, as was the 
case in Swallow v. Binns, wbi supra, and not an incon- 
sistency, as was the case in Howgrave v. Cartier, ubi supra, 
and therefore was not considered by the Vice-Chancellor 
sufficient to control the previous disposition. 





' COMMON LAW. 


BILL OF EXCHANGE—FRAUD, 
Dailey v. De Fries, Q. B., 11 W. R. 876. 

Constructive notice isnot wholly a ereature of courts of 
equity, although the term is sometimes used as if it were 
convertible with equitable notice. Indeed there have 
been of late years some decisions of courts of common law 
that carry the doctrine quite as far as it has ever been 
pushed in Lincoln’s-inn. A year or two ago, in the case of 
Oakeley v. Ooddeen, Erle,C.J., put it tothe jury whether 
the plaintiff, or rather, whether his agent, had not.taken a 
bill of exchange under circumstances, which amounted to 
notice of fraud. The question thus put is based upon 
the same theory of the duty of inquiry, as equity judges 
have so frequently insisted upon. decision in the 
above named case of Dailey v. De Fries proceeds upon the 
same principle. The plaintiff was the holder of a bill of 
exchange which he had discounted. It was drawn by a 
partner in fraud of his firm; and it was pleaded that the 
plaintiff had notice of the fraud. The main, if not the 
only ground, however, for imputing to the plaintiff 
knowledge of the fraud was, that he had discounted the 
bill for a person, whom the plaintiff knew to be of doubt- 
ful credit; and that he had charged an unusually high 
rate of discount, without making any inquiries as to the 
bona fides of the bill. The position of the holder of a 
bill of exchange, which originally was fraudulently ob- 
tained, has been variously affected by modern decisions. 
Both at law and in equity, the settled rule is, that when 
once it has been shown that there was fraud in the in- 
ception of the bill, the burden of proof is thrown upon its 
holder to show that he was no party to, and did not take 
the bill with knowledge of, the fraud.\’The nature of any 
such inquiry almost necessarily involves the admission of 
presumption or implication of notice. In nine cases out 
of ten it would be all but impossible for the holder of a 
bill so tainted to disconnect himself from the fraud by 
positive evidence; and at all events in the attempt to 
prove such a negative resort must generally be had to cir- 
cumstantial evidence, which at once opens up the .way 
for the inferences of the jury, not only for, but against 
the holder. In Dailey v. De Fries the Court laid down 
the rule generally, that the suspicious circumstances con- 
nected with that case were sufficient to warrant the 
finding of the jury for the defendant. The circumstances 
in themselves, however, viewed separately, and apart from 
some reasons for believing that the plaintiff had actual 
knowledge of the fraud, could hardly be accepted as a 
general test of complicity in such frauds on the part of 
holders of bills. It has certainly never been laid down 
that a heavy discount is of itself evidence of mala fides; 
nor can this case be safely taken as an authority for such 
a proposition, inasmuch as it was not merely the fact o 
a high rate of discount being charged which the 
insisted upon; but this fact, coupled with the fact 
the firm was notoriously in such good credit, as that 
need not pay such a rate upon its bond fide bills— 
“just as taking a new nade article at the cost of an 
one, might be evidence of a guilty knowledge in a 
ceiver of stolen goods,” There was also, as we have seen, ; 
the further circumstance in this case that the transferor. 
of the bill was known by the plaintiff to be a person of 
doubtful reputation. But although this recent decision 
was not an authority for making any circum- 
stances certain tests of fraud, the judgment of the Court con- 
tained some dicta to the effect that actual know- 
ledge of the fraud need not be brought home to the holder 
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of such a bill and that it is enough “if the plaintiff saw 
there was something wrong in the transaction, and chose to 
shut his eyes:—then, although he had not actual know- 
ledge of the fraud, he did not take the bill bond fide so as 
to be its lawful holder.” 

The dictum which we have just quoted raises again in 
an explicit manner the controversy between the current 
of authorities, with Gill v. Qubitt, 3 B. & C. 466, at their 
head on the one side, and the counter-current headed by 
Goodman vy. Harvey, 4 A. & E. 870, on the other. In 
Gill v. Cubitt, Abbott, C. J., left it to the jury whether 
the plaintiff had taken the bill under circumstances which 
ought to have excited the suspicion of a prudent and 
careful man. After a considerable fluctuation of authority, 
Goodman vy. Harvey decided that there must be actual 
mala fides in the holder, and that the existence of even 
gross negligence was unimportant, except so far as it 
might be evidence of mala fides; and this decision was 
adopted and enforced by the Privy Council, in The Bank 
of Bengal v. M‘Leod, 7 Moo. P. C. 35. In estimating the 
extent and operation of the decision in Dailey v. De Fries, 
it will therefore be necessary to bear in mind, that no 
amount of incaution or imprudence, apart from mala fides, 
will affect the position of a holder for value; but that at 
the same time there may be such a wilful closing of 
the eyes, and abstinence from inquiry, as to imply actual 
knowledge of it. 


RIGHT OF ACTION—BREACH OF BROKER’s Dury. 
Solomon v. Barber, Q. B., 11 W. R. 375. 


Ig this case the declaration was against brokers for 


selling goods under the value, having been framed in 
three counts, upon a duty to make a valuation of the 
goods before selling them, the judge directed the jury that 
it was the duty of brokers to use due care and diligence, 
whatever might be the terms on which they were em- 
ployed, and left it to them, whether the defendants had 
used such due care and diligence, and whether or not the 
terms of the employment, either express or implied, in- 
volved a duty to value; and the Court of Queen’s Bench 
held that this was no misdirection, and that if it had been 
intended to raise the objection that the declaration did 
not proceed upon a general duty, but on a specific under- 
taking to make a valuation before the sale, such objection 
should have been pressed at the trial, when the judge 
might and ought to have amended. 


OCoNTRACT—IMPLIED WARRANTY. 
Josling v. Kingsford, C. P., 11 W. R. 377. 

There is always an implied undertaking, on the part of 

a vendor, to furnish the purchaser with the precise article 
which he has bought. There are some commodities which 
belong toa class, and are generally sold in bulk by sample, 
= of such it rarely happens that any question arises as 
to packages or specific articles. But even in the case of 
such goods, if'a particular bag or other package is marked 
by the purchaser as being that which he intends to buy, 
the vendor will not fulfil his contract by delivering ano- 
ther of the same kind. So, where an article is known by 
some particular name, which sufficiently describes it for 
the purposes of commerce, the vendor is bound to deliver 
what corresponds with and was plainly intended by such 
name, and the vendor would be responsible in damages 
for sending a different article. This was the law clearly 
laid down by the Court of Exchequer, in Nichols v. Godts, 
10 Ex. 191, and applied in the above-named case of Jos- 
ling v. Kingsford. In that case it was held that where a 
contract is made for the purchase of a specific article of 
commerce, the quality of which is not discernible to the 
eye, and the purchaser inspects and approves, but sub- 
dis- 


the strength of the article. Here 
eres by his agent, contracted to buy oxalic acid 
and gave the following bought note, “ Bought of Messrs. 
K. & Co., forty-five casks of oxalic acid, quality approved,” 








but afterwards discovered that it ee 
cent of Epsom salts: in an action against the vendor 
breach of contract and warranty, the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas held that it was part of the agreement that the 
subject of the sale should be oxalic acid of commerce, 
however completely the vendor cient have guarded him- 
self against contracting that the thing was of any par- 
ticular quality. 
SUCCESSION DUTY. 


Attorney-General v. Gardner, Ex., 11 WaR. 378. + 
In this case: an important arose, under the 
Succession Duty Act (16 & 17 Vict. c.51). The facts were 
as follows:—By a settlement upon the marriage of Lord 
and Lady T., W. D. G., the lady’s father, settled £25,000 
on certain trusts. In pursuance of the said trusts an 
estate was purchased with the said sum, and conveyed, 
subject to trusts, for Lord and Lady T., successively for 
life, and after the death of the survivor for the benefit of 
the issue, and in default of issue for such persons as Lady 
T. should appoint, and in default of appointment for her- , 
self absolutely. Lady T., in exercise of the power 
in the settlement, appointed the said estate, after 
the death of her husband and herself without issue, to 
such uses as her father W. D.G. should appoint, and in 
default of appointment to the use of her father, his heirs 
and assigns. On the 10th of December, 1831, W. D. G. 
by will devised the said estate to the defendant (a stranger 
in blood) for life, with remainder to his first and other 
sons in tail, and soon afterwards died. Lady T. survived 
her husband, and died in 1858, without having had a 
child. The Succession Duty Act came into operation in 
May, 1853. The Court of Exchequer held that the de- 
fendant was chargeable with duty at the rate of £10 
per cent. in respect of his succession to the said estate, 
under the 2nd section of the Act, and was not exempted 
by reason of the 12th and 15th sections. 





Legacy Duty.—A testator, by his will, bequeathed 
certain moneys to trustees, in trust for his daughter, for 
life, and after her death, without issue, in trust. for such 
person or persons as she should by will appoint; and in 
default of appointment he bequeathed the moneys abso- 
lutely to the defendants. The daughter made an appoint~- 
tnent by will in favour of the defendants. The defendants 
were the brother and sister of the testator, and they 
claimed to elect whether they would take under the gift 
by appointment, or in default of appointment, in which 
case the legacy duty would be at the rate of £3 per cent. 
instead of £5 per cent. under the appointment. Held, 
that the defendants could not elect, and must take under 
the appointment.—The Att.-Gen. v. Brackenbury, Ex. 11 
W. R. 380. 

EsEcTMENT—The plaintiff in ejectment was lessee for 
a term of years unexpired at the time the writ was issued, 

but expired at the time the cause was tried. The defen- 
dant was an under-lessee of the plaintiff for a term of 
years which expired a few days before the plaintiff's term. 
Verdict for the plaintiff. Held, that the plaintiff was 
entitled to possession as against the ta tacsenMintatiiens 
v. Buckland, Ex., 11 W. RB. 380. 

SPRING ASSIZES, 
Home Crrcvurr. 
HERTFORD. 

March 3.—The commission was opened in this town a 
by Mr. Justice Wienrman. There were nine causes entered 
for trial, all of which were of a light character. - 

Mrpypanp Crecuir. 
OAKHAM. 
Feb. 26.—The commission was’ opened in this town to-day 
= Justice WiLLEs. There was only one cause entered for 
trial. 


NORTHAMPTON, 


Feb, 28.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
bs Justice Wittes. There was only one cause entered for 
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LEICESTER, 

March 4.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by the Lorp Carer Baron. There were only two causes 
entered for trial. 2 

Norraern Circuit. 
Duruam., 

March 8.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 
by Mr. Baron Martin and Mr. Justice Keatine. There were 
eight causes entered tor trial, three of which were marked for 
special juries. : 

, NEWCASTLE, 

Feb, 26.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
pt Baron Martin. There were eleven causes etitered for 
trial. 

Oxrorp Circuit. 
‘ READING. 

Feb. 25.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Mr. Baron CyanneLt, The cause list contained an entry 
of four causes only. 

OXFORD. 

March 2.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 

by Mr. Justice Crompron and Mr. Baron CHaNNELL. 
WeEsTERN Crkcuir. 
WINCHESTER, 

Feb. 28.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 
by Mr. Justice Bynes. ‘There were six causes entered for 
trial. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


FRAUDULENT BILL OF SALE.—A trader being pressed 
by two creditors to whom he owed £168, on June 27th, 
1860, executed a bill of sale whereby he assigned to them 
all his effects upon his premises, in trust to sell, and 
after paying the expenses of the sale, and paying them- 
selves their respective debts, to pay the surplus to himself. 
About a week afterwards he was made bankrupt, but the 
bankruptcy was annulled. In September following he was 
again made bankrupt upon a creditor’s petition. He 
was insolvent when the deed was executed, but was at 
that time possessed of property in book debts and stock, 
which did not pass by the deed, amounting in value to 
about £93. It was held, that the assignment was not an 
act of bankruptcy within 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 67, as 
intended to delay creditors; for that it was made under 
pressure, and neither the whole of the trader’s property, 
nor the whole with a colourable exception only, was 
assigned by it.—Smith v. Timms, Ex.C., 11 W.R. 381. 


COUNTY COURT JURISDICTION.—If, at the hearing of a 
plaint in a county court, it appears that the plaintiff ’s 
particulars of demand disclose a cause of action not 
within the jurisdiction of a county court, the judge 
has no power to amend the particulars by substituting a 
cause of action within the jurisdiction. 

Therefore, where, upon the particulars, the cause of ac- 
tion was slander and malicious prosecution, and the judge 
amended them by substituting a claim for false imprison- 
ment, the Court granted a prohibition,—Hopper v. War- 
burton, B. C., 11 W. RB. 384. 

Bankruptcy Act, 1861—CoMPOSsITION DEED—To an 
action on a bill of exchange the defendant pleaded in bar 
a composition deed entered into betweeh himself and 
divers of his creditors, under the Bankruptcy Act 1861, 
but which was neither executed nor signed by the plain- 
tiff. The creditors, parties to the deed, covenanted, each 
for his own acts, to indemnify the defendant against all 
negotiable instruments on which he might have incurred 
liability, or which might have been indorsed by any of the 
said creditors. It was held, that the covenant was un- 
reasonable; that creditors willing to come in could not be 
expected to sign such a deed; and that it was no answer 
to the action. Woods y. Foote, Ex. C., 11 W.,R. 383, 





PROBATE. 


Witi—ExercuTion,—Where the signature of the tes- 
tator and of the attesting witnesses was made not on the 





paper on which “he will was written, but. on a piece of 


paper which had been attached to the paper on which the 
will was written,—Held, to be a good within 
15 & 16 Vict, c. 24, s. 1—Coek v. Lambert, 11 W.R..401. 


Costs—NeExT OF KIN.—A next of kin, who contested 
the validity of a will propounded by the widow of the 
deceased, as the sole executrix named therein, whieh was 
pronounced against by the Court, but without condem- 
ning the widow in costs, is entitled to have his costs out 
of the estate.—Critchell v. Oritchell, 11 W.R. 401; 


COURT OF FACULTIES. 
(Betore Dr. Lusuineron, Master of the Pactlties.) . 

Feb. 28.—Smart and Others ¥. Broion and Others. 
In this case Messrs: Brown, Potts, Ranson, Graham, Simey; 
and Alcock, attorneys in Sunderland, applied to the Master 
the Faculties, to be appointed notaries public. 

The application was opposed on bebalf of the notaries at 
present enrolled and practising at Sunderland, 

It appeared that up to August last there were four notaries 
public at Sunderland; in that month one of them and of 
the three who are left, two, the Messrs, Smart, are father and 
son, carrying on business together. On behalf of the Claimants 
their respective counsel pnt in rotirns of the population and 
the trade of Sunderland, showing that in proportion to the 
figures so shown the number of notaries was léss thah in any 
other town. In addition to this each of the claimants had 
high testimonials from the principal bankers, shipowners, and 
residents in Sunderland. ; 

It was urged in opposition to this, that Messrs. Smart were 
sufficiently competent to discharge all the notarial business of 
Sunderland, and it was contended that both by the ‘statute 
of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 70, which gave the Court the power of 
pointing in cases of necessity persons to act as notaries’ who 
had not served their articles under notaries, and hy the previous 
decisions of the Court such power was only to be exercised 
when an actual'want of notaries was proved. 

Dr. Lusuineron, in giving judgment said,—In exercising 
the diseretion given to me by tie statute I must look to what 
accommodation is required by those engaged in the town in 
commercial pursuits, as I cannot allow any idea of vested rights 


to enter into competition with the public convenience, I take 
it that the testimonials signed on behalf of the a 
sufficiently attest the want of additional notaries, and 1 do not 


think that for a town like Sunderland, three notaries are suffi- 
cient. In cases of collision and salvage, where have 
to be made, it is absolutely necessary that the parties should 
be able promptly to obtain the services of a notary. 1 think it 
improper that a father and son, oectipying the same offices, 
should, under such circumstances, prepare the protests upon 
opposite sides, and yet under present circumstances, if the 
third gentleman is away from home, there would be tio one else 
to whom the parties could go. I shall, therefore, appoint 
two additional notaries, and, guided by the testimonials 
submitted to me, I shall select Mr, Simey and Mr. Brown. 
The Society of Notaries of Melbourne, Australia, v. 
Lord and Others.—This was a somewhat similar case, in 
which application was made by four attorneys to be en- 
rolled as notaries public to practise in the colony of Victoria, 
in the room of a Mr. Dyne, deceased. The ion was 
opposed by the Society of Notaries of Melbourne. 

It appeared, according to one statement, that there are forty- 
eight, and according to anotlier statement twenty-e rsons 
practising as notaries in Melboufne, and the Court in 1859 had 
made a ap te order that no additional notary should be 
pointed for that colony until it should be shown to be absolute’ 


necessary. 

After hearing counsel for the respective 
Judge held that no such requitement was 
to make any appointment. 





the learned 
own, and refused — 





== 


APPOINTMENTS, 


Mar. Pautir Atien, has been appointed resident magistrate 
for the colony of Natal. 


Mr. Casares Hamiuton of Emeworth, Hants, hes n wr 
pomp pel pong 9 
on, CHARLES ALEXANDER ADAMSON, of North Shields, had 
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been rent commissioner for taking the acknow- 
po ee of by married women, for the county of Nor- 
jum . 


Mr. Harry James Davis, of Leicester, has been appointed 
@ perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledgments of 
deeds b Bere women, for the county of Leicester. 

Mr. Wr111am Cuvss, of 14, South-square, Gray’s-inn, has 
been appointed a commissioner for England of the Supreme 
Court of New South Wales, for taking affidavits ard examining 
witnesses at law or in equity in all proceedings pending or to 
arise in the said court. 

Ma, AnpREw Tucker, of Charmouth, Dorset, has been ap- 
pointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women, for the county of Dorset. 

Harry Epe@ex., Esq., the clerk of assize for the Norfolk 
cireuit, has appointed Mr, Tuomas’Goopman, of the firm of 
Messrs. Lowless, Nelson, & Goodman, of Hatton-court, Thread- 
needle-street, (late associate on that circuit) to be deputy clerk 
of assize for the Norfolk’ Circuit in place of the late Alexander 
Edgell, Esq., deceased. Mr. Wir~1am Coxxisson, of 61, 
Russell-square, and Kingston, Surrey, has been appointed to 
succeed Mr. Goodman as associate. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Court or Proparre—Orrice Copies. 

Having discovered that an “ office copy” of a will made in 
the principal registry of the Court of Probate and the pro- 
bate copy did not agree, I attended yesterday with another 
solicitor at the principal registry for the purpose of examining 
the “ office copy " with the original will. We were told that 
such an examination would be contrary to official regulations, 
and also, and which is of much more importance, that where 
only the ordinary “ office copy ” of a document is furnished by 
the registry, it may or may not be (the “ office copy” in ques- 
tion was not) a copy of the original. 

It ‘appears that a correct copy can be secured only by 
making a special requisition in which case, upon payment of 
additional & copy under the seal of the court, certified to 
be an examined copy, will be furnished. 

I think if these facts were generally known to solicitors 
they would not rely as much as they now do upon an “ office 
copy,” but would require to be furnished with an examined 
copy that being the only document whose correctness is guaran- 
teed by the principal registry of the Court of Probate. 

Feb. 26, 1863. I. 0. M. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. 

Can you inform me what are the class of questions put to 
candidates at the intermediate examinations? Perhaps one 
of your correspondents who has passed would be kind enough 
to give his experience of it. A Country STupEnr. 





It is reported that the questions in book-keeping, given at 
the above examinations, relate only to single entry. If any 
gentleman who has already passed his intermediate examina- 
tion, will kindly inform me whether such is the fact it will 
greatly oblige. Easter TERM. 





Writs Pronisition Bix. 

The proposition I have to make will, I consider, meet the 
difficulties suggested by Mr. Miller, in his letter which appeared 
in your journal of the 28th ult., and also satisfy the promoters 
of this bill. I suggest it should be enacted that no writ should 
be issued for a sum less than £20, until a letter from an at- 
torney-at-law to the debtor requiring payment within a week, 
had been delivered or sent. to the debtor by post. That for 
such application and attendances incidental thereto, the attor - 
ney should be entitled toa fee of, say 6s, 8d., and that no 
tender of the debt without such sum should be valid. That if 
an action were brought without a letter, the plaintiff should 
have no costs, and his attorney should pay the defendants 
costs, I also propose that if an attorney write for a debt of 
£20 or upwards, giving four days for payment, he shall be 
entitled to 10s, costs, and-no tender shall be valid without pay- 
ment of this sum. 

It will be perceived, I would make the application before 
action only compulsory in cases of less than £20.- Enactments 
to this t would place the subjects of. actions for small 
debts and also ‘of “ lawyers’ letters” on a satisfactory footing. 
Every attorney having a commercial connection knows that if 








he writes for payment of debts he is almost invariably “ done” 

by the debtors out of his fairly-earned fee: for the application; 

and if debtors failed to pay after being applied to in the wa. 

I have proposed, they would only have to thank themselves if 

— ae against them afterwards. H. L. 
arch 2. 





Mr. Bouverie is pressing on his bill prohibiting actions for 
debt in the superior courts, where the debt claimed is under 
£20. What is the Law Institution doing? What is the London: 
and Provincial Law Association doing? This is the thin end 
of the wedge, and I fear our watch-dogs are old, and have lost 
their teeth. Is there to be no opposition to this bill ? 

March 4. G. W. G. 





On obtaining leave to introduce the bill, Mr. Bouverie made 
use of an argument in its favour which, I contend, should be 
urged as its chief objection—“ that a large majority of cases in 
which writs were issued did not come to trial.” 

It may, I presume, be taken as a fact that in “the large ma- 
jority of cases” in which actions are brought, a debt is due to 
the plaintiff, and Mr. Bouverie’s argument, therefore, comes to 
this, that the present law should be altered to afford debtors 
greater facilities of contesting their just debts. 

It is very evident that county court legislation always tends 
to promote, rather than to prevent, litigation, which is bad in 
principle; for, as a rule, ninety-nine in every hundred county 
court cases are defended (although there is no real defence) 
merely to delay the plaintiff, whilst, by Mr. Bouverie’s own 
showing, the contrary is the case with common law pps 


Seats TO DEEDS, 
I should be glad to learn through your colums whether or 
not printed seals are valid. 

‘In many of the forms now in use, such as creditors’ deeds, 
transfers of shares in a company, &c., the seals are represented 
by an impressed die, and these are sometimes signed against 
without the addition of wax or wafers. I am informed by a 
professional friend that it has been decided that a mere blot of 
ink is sufficient, but he is unable to say when or where it has 
been so decided. I have been also informed that some of the 
public companies object to these printed seals, while, on the 
other hand, I know that the Bankruptcy Court has registered 
deeds where they have been used, and have not objected. 

March 2. H, F. H. 


Soricitors’ VOLUNTEER Corps. 

It is not generally known that a company of the 40th 
Middlesex Rifle Volunteers lays itself out especially for pro- 
fessional men, and others who prefer working with men of 
that class, and I particularly wish to be allowed to bring this 
fact to your notice at the present moment, when from your 
advertisement columns it will be seen that recruits are now 
wanted to fill up the vacancies caused in this.company by the 
drain on its members which is continually going on by the 
promotion of its members to officer the other companies in 
the regiment. I believe that it will be an inducement to 
many of your readers to enrol themselves, in order that they 
may have an opportunity of taking such healthy exercise, in 
the gardens and square of Gray’s-inn, as drill affords. And I 
may add that, in immediate contiguity to these excellent drill 
grounds, the use of which is obtained through the: liberality 
of the Benchers, a large building is being erected by the corps 
for recruits’ drill in winter, and for the accommodation of 
fencing classes, &c. 

In the commencement of the present century the members 
of that branch of the profession to which you especially ad- 
dress yourself had the choice of two corps of lawyer volun- 
teers, in the immediate neighbourhood of the Inns of Court, 
in either of which they would associate with men of their own 
social standing. There was the “Inns of Court to 
which old George the Third is said to have given the iquet 
still borne by their successors of the t day, and there 
were the “Gray’s Inn Riflemen,” which was one of the only 
two corps of riflemen included in the 30,000 volunteers, who 
were received by his Majesty in Hyde Park, in 1803, the other 
having been the ‘Duke of Cumberland’s , 
now known as the “ Victoria Rifles” or ‘‘ 1st Middlesex Volun- 
teers.” 

In our own time the gentlemen of the long robe have 
formed a regiment enti from their own body, while the 
solicitors, not having a su t amount of cohesion amongst 
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themselves to do the same, have joined, individually, any corps 


to which they happened to be attracted by friends or otherwise. 
When the 40th Middlesex Rifle Volunteer Corps was first 
starting into existence in Gray’s-inn, you several times brought 
it to the notice of your readers as being especially eligible, on 
account of its locality, for many of them, and those who have 
not watched its progress will be glad to hear that, as Mr. 
Bower, of Chancery-lane, said at the annual general meeting 
the other day, its success has been greater than even its first 
promoters expected. It has increased from two companies to 
an entire battalion, and ry solidified into what ee every ap- 
pearance of being one of the most permanent volunteer regi- 
ments in the ieceenelll The field officers who have been 
chosen are happily connected with both the military and the 
legal professions, and the remarks of Colonel McMurdo, at the 
last annual inspection, especially with regard to the evident 
efficiency of the officers generally, were satisfactory in the 
extreme. xX. L. 
Maroh 3. 





County Court TREASURERSHIPS. 


There are twenty-three treasurers of county courts, half or 
nearly half of whose names are not in the Law List. I agree 
with your last week’s article, that if they are of any use they 
should be attorneys, but it is notorious to all conversant with 
the county courts that they are sinecures in the patronage of 
the Prime Minister, and generally bestowed for purely political 
service, Mr. Coppock was a treasurer, Messrs. Rose & Drake 
are treasurers. Each treasurer has a clerk, who in fact does 
the work, which for the most part consists in adding up after 
the registrar’s clerk the cash columns in the county court 
books. The treasurers’ accounts are checked by the audit 
office. Why not let the registrars of county courts send in 
their accounts direct to the audit office? It should be re- 
membered that all the registrars must be attorneys, and there- 
fore more acquainted with the preparation of Government re- 
turns and forms than half the treasurers. They all have to 
give very large securities. Abolish the treasurerships and more 
than £18,000 a-year would be saved. I deny that ‘the in- 
stitution of county courts has been the most unsatisfactory 
experiment in law reform, or that they are unpopular tri- 
bunals.” Their jurisdiction has been enlarged, and their 
business has greatly increased. Where are the signs of their 
unpopularity ? Are the newspapers, either in London or the 
country, filled with the grumblings of discontented suitors ? 
Is there any complaint in Parliament of the way in which the 
coufity court business is conducted ? How many appeals are 
there ? Answers favourable to the county court to all these 
questions could be given. To every county court in England 
there is a registrar resident in the town who must be an at- 
torney, and who generally is one of the first men in the place, 
If the first sentence of your last week’s article were correct, 
I am afraid that such a fact would be a strong argument 
against entrusting to attorneys the carrying ovt of any future 
law amendments which the country might insist upon. But 
the contrary is the case; and to the way in which the county 
courts have been worked by the judges and registrars they ow: 
their present popularity. B. A. 

March 5, 1863. 





Tue New Bankruptcy ORDER. 


The Bankruptcy Order noticed by some of your corres- 
pondents last week deserves all the indignation which it has 


elicited. Parliament prescribed a certain course of ing, 
and a certain number of advertisements in bankruptcies; now 
this new general order, in spite of Parliament, prescribes 


differently. For what purpose, or with what object 1 need not 
say, asthe matter is already widely discussed, and, I hope, is in 
a fair way of receiving a fit notice in Parliament. Jus, 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb. 27. 
Mr. Wick#AM presented a petition from the solicitors and 
others of Bradford, praying for an amendment of the bankruptcy 
laws, and that a Chief Judge should be appointed. 


Monday, March 2. 
Corrupt Pracrices at Evzcrions Bu. 
The House went into Committee on this bill. 








Mr. Cave moved the omission of the 2nd clause, which pro- 
posed to 'disfranchise solicitors, agents, and messengers, He 
said that the question was whether the employment of @ solicitor 
or an agent was bribery or not. If it was r it to 
prohibit it; if not, they ought either to fix the numbe 
fee, as in Ireland. ts were ly employed in 
consequence of their ed opinions, and it appeared to be 
unfair and unconstitutional. to cast the slur ot bribery. upon 
them. The practical result would be to throw the 

into worse hands. It had been suggested to him that it would 
be better to retain the clause, simply striking out solicitors and 
agents; and he admitted that there was @ great ce be 
tween them and poll-clerks, messengers, and. others; but 
did not admit that it was less unfair that they should be disfran- 
chised for earning an honest livelihood. All the,solicitors i 
a district must have votes; if they were not op 

must be employed. One course a man might be 
to employ his. enemies, because they would be os peo dis- 
qualified, and his rival would thus be. depriv so. many 
votes. If they wished to protect the purse of the candidate 
they ought not to saddle him with those charges, which ought. 
to c paid by the public, and in other respects no one could 
protect the candidate but the candidate himself. This 
clause did not meet the evils it was desi to meet; and 
it was because it nn gee the honest man, by inflicting on 
him disabilities which the unscrupulous man could evade, 

because the same rules would not hold good in all constituencies, 
and because an inoperative law was worse than none, that he 
moved the rejection of the clause, which was only the revival 

‘of a clause passed in the Act of the 7 & 8 Geo, 4, the work- 
ing of which seemed to have caused its repeal in subsequent 
Acts. 

Mr. J. J. Powet seconded the motion. 

Sir M. Farqumar said it was coming to this, that hon, 
members must go down to their constituencies and be returned. 
free of cost, solicitors, agents, and messengers giving their votes 
and their services into the bargain; but they were really push- 
ing the matter too far. Hoe employed a respectable solicitor 
and his colleague who sat on the Treasury Bench did the same ; 
and if he were in a solicior’s place he would not like to manage 
an election and. be either unpaid or disfranchised. The clanse 
would lead to the employment of a clerk instead, of his: prinei- 
pal, and of a voter’s son instead of the voter, so that the 
legislation proposed was mere subterfuge and sham, 

Lord Henxey said he would have the clause, stand, except 
egarded attorneys and agents. He had seen so many 


as 9 
instances of real political principle on the part of professional 
men that he thought it was hard to deprive them of votes. 

Mr. Harpy said persons were employed at elections for 
their political principles, and it was for a committee to decide 
whether there was corruption or not. Why deprive them of 
their votes because they were doing something to earn a live- 
lihood in the vocation to which they were called? Was it to 
be expected that attorneys and agents would give up their 
regular businesses, and employ their clerks and others without 
receiving remuneration. It was sheer absurdity to expect it. 
However strong their political principles, they must naturally, 
if they gave up the work of the office, receive remuneration . 
The principle applied to all persons employed; if they did wo: 
they had a right to be paid for it, and unless they were paid in 
such @ manner as showed that they were paid with # corrupt 
purpose, their votes ought not to be struck out. 

Mr. F.S. Powe xt said it-was an act of injustice to disqualify 
a professional man, and he believed it wag not, for the good of 
society that a candidate should not be allowed to select a man 
of np he and character as his agent; and he therefore opposed 
the clause. 

Mr. Vanon said that the clause was intended to disftanchise; 
every person who accepted money from a candidate for any 
employment; he thought that the law as it stood was stringent 
enough to prevent over-employment by the candidate. 

Sir G. Grey said that he had introduced this clause because. 
it had passed with the almost unanimous assent: of the select. 
committee which had considered this question, The existence, 
of the evil which this clause sought to remedy. was distinetly- 
proved before the yao py and he had received — from. 
persons in various parts of the country expressing i 
that this clause was calculated to diminish an, evil wiih bed. 
been very prevalent. 

‘The committee then divided, and there were— ¢ 
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ApmreaLtr Court (InzLanp). 
Mr. Macuire obtained leave to bring in a bill to alter and 
amend the practice of the Court of Admiralty in 


Ireland, the bill was read the first time. 
AssuRaxces Rreisrratiox (IReuand). 


_ Sir R. Patt obtained leave to bring in a bill for the registra- 
tion of assurances in Ireland, and bill was read the first 


time, 
Thursday, March, .5. 
EccestasticaL Courts. AND REGISTRIES, 
Sir G. Grey, in answer to Mr, H. Seymour, said that a bill 
was.in preparation for the reform of the Ecclesiastical Courts 
and Registries. 


Bending Measures of Aegislation, 
Security Against VioreNxon Bri. 

This bill recites that the present punishment for robbing or 
attempting t6 rob with Violence is insufficient to deter from the 
commission of that crime, enacts that i addition to the 
present punishment the Court may order a male offender to be 
once, twice, or thrice publicly or privately whipped with not ex- 
ceeding fifty strokes, or if under sixteen years of age, not 
exceeding twenty-five strokes, and the iastrument used in that 
case to be a birch-rod. 


if 


IRELAND, 


_ As there have been very incorrect rumours circulated in re- 
ference to the result of the investigations of the Commissioners 
appoined to inquire into the working of the judicial establish- 
ments in this country, it may be satisfactory to mention that 
there is no proposition to reduce the number of the Common 
Law Judges. On the contrary, at a meeting held in London 
in the latter end of 1862—a very full meeting of both the Eng- 
lish and Irish commissioners—it was unanimously resolved that 
it was inexpedient to reduce the number of the judges in the 
law courts, and therefore any innovation on this ground may 
not be anticipated. It is probable, however, that one or two 
of the judges of the Landed Estates Court may be dispensed 
with, and a recommendation made to substitute Vice-Chan- 
cellors forMasters in Chancery. The public require that the well- 
known and old tribunals of the country of the last resort should 
be preserved in their integrity; and any paltry saving in this 
department would be more than jcounterbalanced by the often 
idle expense incurred in vain experiments in the great dock- 
yards altering an old ship of war. 











FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 

A judgment of the Correctional Tribunal of Niort gives hidious 
details of the seduction by a French priest of a young girl of 
seventeen, named Rose Danity, The priest, whose name is 
Gauthier, resided as curé at the village of Champdeniers, near 
Poitiers. By a long series of most shameful mancuvres ho 
corrupted the girl's miad at the confessional, and for months to- 
gether polluted the very altar with his foul amours. There 
being no donbt that the girl was a consenting party, the prose- 
cution was not able to charge the miscreant with a higher 
offence than indecency in a public place, and he was sentenced 
to only the very inadequate punishment of-one year’s immi- 
sonment and 200f. fine. The ecclesiastic thus condemned 
immediately gave notice of appeal. 





REVIEWS. 

Forms of Decrees it Equity, and of Orders connected with them. 
' With Practical Notes. By tho Hon. Sir Henry Witmor 
Srrox, Knt. The third Edition, by W. H. Harrison, Esq., 
M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-law, and R, H, 
Lxacu, Esq., one of the Registrars of the Court of Chancery ; 
V. & R. Stevens, Sons, & Haynes. 
fey ‘edition of this great work is now at length com- 

congra! ts 


Pete, editors upon the 8 con- 
usion of their most 18 and ‘protracted task. Onerous 
and anxious as it must have been to a d 


beyond what falls 
to the lot of the great majority of wuthors, it is satis- 


to find that the resnit is not disappointing, The 





changes in practice, and the flactuations of authority opon 
sony maseceyaieins bese bevnure.grentaiae SA aeenioene 
firat published a set of Forms ot Decrees in Equity the 
work as it now stands must be regarded as all 


and viewed in this light, it is truly a surprising. effort of logical 
arrangement, and notation of authorities. Even in old times, 
postgres hapa ap (mene fain ape din 
common to a solicitor of large practice in the equity courts 
who was homo unius libri—who never looked - the 
covers of Seton, We believe that solicitors might 
still adopt the seme motto without disadvantage. Not only all 
the most approved and correct forms are to be found. in the . 
work before us, but also all the law which a solicitor, practising 
in the Court of Chancery, need know, It is not saying 


too much that whoever possesses this work ires. 
other for the purpose of chancery business. Wi "ettled 
approved forms of decrees and orders, including all kinds of . 
usual and special directions are of chief importance to practi. 
tioners, No amount of knowledge or mere principles, or even of 
actual éxperience would make it safe for him to rely upon 

or to disregard precedents in matters where fori is often of vital 
importance, and is always a consideration of convenience, 
force of this observation is becoming every day more 

as the modes of relief multiply, and the equity judges’ jurisdic- 
tion at chambers compels solicitors wa rome: f gt 8 shggineer 
something like a record, which under the old practice, would 
have been the proper work of counsel. Great embarrassment 
is frequently created in subsequent proceedings by the unskil- 
ful, or at all events untechnical, manner in which sum- 
monses returnable at chambers are framed. As a gene- 
ral rule the only safe course, in — a summons, is 
to adopt the model of some precedent which has already 
had judicial ‘sanction. If any other plan is adopted, the 
chances are very much in favour of an , and the 
probability is that even if veneers | “= m Aecyrt for is 
ordered by the judge, yet some difficulty wi | per- 
haps a further hearing be retjuired, before the order is actual] 
passed and entered by the registrar. A solicitor’s first care, 
therefore, when he is. required to frame a’ summions without 
the assistance of counsel, should be to consult the last edition of 
Seton, where he can hardly fail to find, as soon as he has learned 
how to use the work, exactly what he wants, being the form 
of the order, which, if successful, he would obtain from the 
registrar, however he may have shaped it himself. As might 
have been expected from the great learning and 
Mr. Leach, one of the registrars of the court, who is one of the 
editors of this work, it includes the utmost possible variety 
of forms which the most extensive acquaintance with practice 
could suggest. ‘The preface also informs us that several other 
gentlemen of the Registrars’, and Records and Writs Clerks’ 
offices, have lent their aid in the several departments with which 
they are severally connected. It is not enrprining, ensie, that 
the result should upon the whole have been acterized by 
such completeness and minute accuracy. It would be unjust, . 
however, to both the editors and the gentlemen who assist 
them in noting up the authorities, if we omitted to notice the 
very able manner in which this part of the task has been ac+ 
complished, All the cases, including those decided during 
the former half of Inst year, are to be f in the most 
convenient places for reference, and the points expressed in-a 
lucid and preciso manner. ‘Turning to some of the most. im- 
portant heads, we have been very much ‘struck with the evi- 
dence and results of the editors’ labours. There has been a 
careful excision of whatever is obsolete or unroliable, while no 
pains have been spared to include all that is important. 

Now that the recent statutory changes in she jurisdiction of 
the court have been well ascertained, a great npmber of the 
cases on which the new practice was built up may be 
garded, and for most purposes it will henceforth be convenient 
that the practice of the court should be regarded as one 
homogeneous whole, and not, according to the tendency of late, 
as being divided into two general heads of general and statutory 
practice, We are glad to find that the editors have acted 
upon this view, and have accordingly abstained from any such 
factitious and inconvenient division. The whole of 
statutory practice will be found in the work, with all the au- 
thorities of any importance that ve still be regarded as in 
force, Thus, the provisions of the Trustee Acts of 1850 and 
1852, are under the natural head of executors and trustees, the 

rovisions of the Settled Estates Acts, 1856 and 1858, are 

rought within the head of settlement, and so on—the 

general head of statutory jurisdiction being 

whatever is properly the mere creature of the: ture, apart 
from the natural jurisdiction of courts of equity. 
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We need only add that this work is now complete. The 
first volume was issued more than a year before the second, but 
it is to a great extent distinct from the rest of the work, although 
the two together constitute a complete whole. The entire has 
been thoroughly revised, and a considerable portion of it re- 
written and re-arranged. A large number of special orders 
and orders of course are quite new; and we have no doubt these 
will be found a very useful acquisition to solicitors who are 
much engaged in chancery practice. To equity barristers 
Seton on Decrees, has long been considered indispensable. We 
believe that in the present state of practice it will be found not 
less so to solicitors. 





Thom's British Directory. Simpkin & Co. 

Mr, Thom, the eminent Dublin publisher, whose Irish Alma- 
nack and Official Directory is now so well known, has com- 
menced the publication of the above work for the whole of Great 
Britain, and it promises to be equally well received. It is a 
complete borough and county directory for England and Scot- 
land, and contains a vast amount of statistics relating to trade 
and population. Information on almost any topic of official 
interest is to be found in this admirable work. 








UNIVERSITY INTELLIGENCE. 


OXFORD. 
CHANCELLOR'S Court. 

Feb. 27.—Pusey v. Jowett.— The Assessor of the Court, 
the Worshipful Montague Bernard, gave judgment in this 
ease to-day. The Court, which sat in the large Exa- 
mination School, was crowded, ‘The judgment was long and 
comprehensive, and we imagine must have taken the assessor 
some time and pains to prepare. ‘Three points had been raised 
by the defendant—viz.: 1. That the Court had no jurisdiction 
in things “spiritual.” 2. That the citation was informal. 3. 
That a Regius Professor was in no way amenable to the 
authority of the Vice-Chancellor, The judgment went to 
show that the citation was sufficiently formal for the required 
purpose; that, as a member of the University, a professor 
holding a crown appointment therein was subject to authority ; 
but that the Assessor had no jurisdiction to try the case or 
punish the offender, if guilty. Mr. Latimer, on behalf of the 
promoters, gave notice of appeal. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


The number of railway bills deposited forthe United King- 
dom in the present session amounts to 258, of which 190 are for 
new works. The number of bills promoted by new companies 
for railways in England is 82, and the aggregate length of 
railway 1,010 miles; for railways in Scotland three, and the 
length of line 13 miles; and for railwaysin Ireland eight bills'and 
the length of line 94 miles, making together 93 bills promoted 
by new companies for authority to construct 1,117 miles of 
railway. ‘The number of bills for new works promoted by ex- 
isting companies is 97, and the aggregate length of new lines 
876 miles, making in both cases the aggregate length of the 
proposed new lines for England 1,710 miles, for Scotland 162, 
and for Ireland 111; total 1,993 miles. In addition to the pro- 
posed new lines, it is intended to make 105 miles of deviations 
from lines sanctioned in former sessions. 








BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For THE Formation oF New Lines or Raltway IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 

The following bills for the formation of new lines of rail- 
way have passed through committee in the House of Com- 
mons : — 

CLEVELAND, 

Berxs anv Hants Extension. 

Vaxe or LLANGOLLEN. 





MEETINGS. 
Beprorp anp Campripcr RaitWar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th ult., a dividend at the rate of 34 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Bristow anp Exeter Raitway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 








26th ult.,a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year, 
CARLISLE AND TittoTH Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
27th ult., a dividend at the rate of 5per cent. per annum on the 
preference shares, was declared for the past half-year, 

Furness RaitwayY. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 


25th ult., a dividend at the rate of 8 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 


LancasTER [AND CaRLISLE Raitway. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held last 
week at Carlisle, a dividend in accordance with the terms of 
the lease to the London and North-Western Company was de- 
clared at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum, on the consolidated 
stock of the company, for the half year ending the 31st of 
January last; and also a dividend at the rate of 4} per cent. 
per anoum was declared on the 43 per cent. preference stock 
for the six months ending the 31st of December last. 

Lerps, BraprorD, AND Harirax Juncrion Raiway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 27th 


ult., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 
LIVERPOOL AND Lonpon INsuRANCE ComPaXy, 

At the annual meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
ult., a dividend of 30 per cent., free of income tax, less 5 per 
cent, on the portion of capital not paid up, was declared for the 
past year. 

Maryport AND CARLISLE Raliway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
25th ult., a dividend on the ordinary shares at the rate of £7 
per cent, per annum was declared for the past half-year. 

Mio-Kent (Bromiry To St. Mary Cray) Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
27th ult., s dividend at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past, half-year. 

Newry, RostreEvoR, AND WARRENPOINT RAILWay, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
28th ult., dividends at the rate of 6 per cent. on preference 
sharcs A, and of 5} per cent. on preference shares B, were de- 
clared for the past half-year. 

SeveRN VALLEY Ramway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
25th ult., a dividend at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

SHREWSBURY AND WELCHPOOL RalLway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
28th ult., dividends at the rate of 4} per cent. upon 
the preference shares, and of 4 per ceht, upon ordinary 
stock, were declared for the past half-year. 

Souta Devon Rainway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held last week 
a dividend at the rate of £1 8s. per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Stockport, DisLEY, AND WHALEY-Bripce Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
27th ult., adividend at the rate of 43 per cent. per annum on 
the preference capital, dividend on the ordinary capital at the 
rate of £2 7s. 6d. per cent. per annum, were declared for the 
past half-year. 

Swansea VALe Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th ult., dividends at the rate of £4, £5, and £6 per cent. per 
annum were declared for the past half-year. 

VaLe or Ciwyp Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
28th ult., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, was 
declared for the past half-year. 

West Cornwatt Raitwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 27th 
ult., dividends at the rate of £5 per cent. on the preference 
stock, and of 15s. per c-nt. on the original stock, were declared 
for the past half-year. 

WHITEHAVEN AND Furness Rainway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 26th 
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ult., a dividend of 6s. per share was declared for the past half- 
year. 
Watrenxaven, CLEATOR, AND Egremont Rauway. 
At the rr pom meeting of this company, held on the 26th 


ult., a dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum, was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES, 
Tae Bank or GIBRALTAR AND. MALTA. 
Capital £250,000, in 2,500 shares of £100 each. 
ee ge = a wma 13, Gresham-street, 
is established for ¢ e purpose of suppl ing greater 
banking facilities between London, Gibraltar, an Hig he 


Tue Inrer-Cotontat BANK oF AUSTRALIA AND New Zzga- 
LAND (Limtrrp. 
Capital £1,500,000, in 15,000 shares of £100 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Davidson, Hardwicke, and Carr, 
This bank has been established for the purpose of affording 





increased banking facilities in the Colonies of Australia and 
New Zealand. The chief offices of the company are to be in 


Tue LiverPoot Lanp Company (Luurep.) 
Capital £50,600, in 5,000 shares of £10 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs. Atkinson & Bartlett, Liverpool. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of purchasing 
land in Liverpool and the neighbourhood, suitable for building 
sites, with the view of laying out the same in streets, squares, 
parks, &e. 

Nationat Bank or LiveRFoOoL 

Capital £1,000,000, in 10,000 shares of £100 cach. 

Solicitor— Edward Banner, Esq., Liverpool. 

This company is formed for the purpose of establishing at 
Liverpool a bank to conduct its business, as nearly as circum- 
stances will warrant, according to the principles and system of 
tl 2 National Bank, which has its head office in Old Broad-street, 
London. _ The bank purposes ‘to encourage relations with the 
National Bank and its various branches in Ireland. 





According to a parliamentary paper recently issued, there 
remained at the Bank of England £968,477 16s. 2d. unclaimed 
dividends on the 5th of January, and of that sum £869,230 
Is. 4d. was advanced to the Government under old Acts of 
Parliament, leaving £99,247 14s, 10d. remaining in the Bank, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. T. H. Happan, on Equity, Monday, March 9. 
Mr. W. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, March 13. 








COURT PAPERS, 


Common Law Business at THE JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 

The following regulations for transacting business at these 
chambers will be strictly observed till farther notice. 

Acknowledgments of deeds taken at ten o'clock. 

Original summonses only to be placed on the file. 

Summonses adjourned by the judge, will be heard at half- 
past ten o'clock precisely, according to their numbers on the 
adjournment file, and those not on that file previous to the 
numbers of the day being called will be placed at the bottom 
of the general file. 

Summonses of the day will be called, and numbered ata 
quarter to eleven o'clock, and heard consecutively. 

The parties on two summonses only will be allowed in the 
judge's room at the same time. 
, l at one o'clock. The names of the causes to be put 
on the counsel file, and the causes heard according to number. 

Affidavits in support of ex parte applications for judge's 
orders (except those to hold to bail) to be left the day before 
the orders ars to be applied for, except under special circum- 
stances; such nent A to be properly endorsed with the names 
of the parties and of the attorneys, and also with the nature of 


the application, and a Bg essrse ak per hoger under which any 
‘application is made, party apply ing prepared to pro- 
duce the same, ’ ot 








== 
All affidavits read or referred to before the judge must be 
and filed. 


Farther time to plead will not be given as a matter of 
course, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

COWDELL—On the 2nd inst., at Croydon, the wife of Mr. Alfred B. 
Cowdell, of a son. 

HERBERT—On March 1, at 19, ee ane wife of George 
Herbert, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter 

MARRIAGE. 

GREENE—RATH—On Feb. 14, at Kipgstown, J Greene, Dee 
of the Inner Temple, London, eldest as of "iahn area, a 
Wexford, to Jane, eldest danghter of Beth Ea f 
Baliinaciash House, in the county of Barges 

DEATHS. 

COGAN—On Feb. 18, at 83, Waterloo-road, Helena, widow of the late 
Patrick Owen Cogan, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and daughter of the late 
Patrick, Waldron, Esq., of ‘Rathgar. 

NAPP—On Feb, 28, at 40, Lupus-street, Pimlico, Charles Knapp, 
of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, aged 48. ‘aia 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 

The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
CN ne re ee ee 
Knox, ‘mall D. D, Joun a. Joun Honzrman, and Axparew Eas- 

xine Larsen, Stirlingshire, N -B., deceased. £70 3s.6d.—Claimed by 

James Erskine, administrator of Andrew Erskine. 


deased, £40 lis. 16d. Consols.—Claimed by said 
Bucknell. 


HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gazette.) 
Gream, Sopnta Hockey, Breadon House, Addiscombe, East Croydon, 
Surrey, Spinster, Next of Kin. Cole v. ‘Ce V.C. Stuart. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. Wi.xtxson & Hoxw. 
The absolute reversion to one-fifth = of £920, secured by a Policy of 
Assurance for £1,000 in the Law ~ Assurance Society, on the life of 
a gent aged 71 peat or ope 


Freehold three houses, with A ts ‘woes i, 2, and 3, Little Warner-street, 
Clerkenwell ; let at £78 per annum, —Sold for £1 1,000, 

Freehuld business premises and ee house, No. 5, Baker's-row ; let 
at £50 per annum.—Sold for £810. 

AT GARRAWAY’S, 
By Messrs. Paice & Crarxe. 

Leasehold dwelling-house and premises, No. 436, Euston-road, let at £75 
yer ann,—Sold for £870 

Leasehold house and premises, No. 434, Euston-road, let at £60 per ann. 


—Sold tor £850. 
Leasehold ‘Tealdence, No. 6, Lee-road, let at £76 yor anm.— 008 for £1,050. 
Freehold house, shop, and premises, No. 12, Rose-street, Newgate Market ; 
let at £124 per annum, estimated to be worth £150 per annum.—Sold 


for £2,520 
By Messrs. Paris & Son, 
Freehold Residence at Gustard Wood Common. Herts, also five cottages 
adjoining ; let at £75 per annum. Sold for £1,000, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissalbed. 
Faipay, Feb. 27, 1863. 
Carnell, John, Wm Gorham, & Geo LD, Warner, Attorneys and 
Solicitors (Carnell, Gorham, & Warner.) Jani. By mutual consent 
ss regards the said John Carnell, who has retired from the pro- 


GM indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faiwar, Feb. 27, 1863. 
Limtrep In CHANCERY. 
mew Hematite Iron Ore Compan comet ~The Master of the 
Rolls has appointed Rbt Palmer 5 Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, Official Liquidator of this Company. 
TuespaY, March 3, 1863. 
UnuimiTep in Cuancerr. 


Era Assurance Society.—Perem: order for a cal) of £2 per share on 
pp ener ge _— in cal ooepalenie 27, to 

. Croysdill, Official Manager, wry- chambers. 
Hope Mutual Life Ass and Society.—Order ta 


wind up, Feb 21. 


(Limited).—Comm Goulburn hye chee Lipsy eng ancy 


lrrep in Banxrvrrer. ‘ ; 
Plumstead, Woolwich, and Chariton Consumers = Water ¥ 
Str make © cpll on all poneribpjorien of his Company, for fee 48 t 
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Creditors under 22 & 23 13 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawar, Feb, 27, 1863. 


Andrus, Francis, Southfleet, Kent, Esq. April 20. Cheesman, Gravesend. 
Bithell, Thos, Wepre, ge A Pmiag March 21. Bridgman, Chester. 
Carver, John, Southsea, Gent. April 26. Low & Son, Portsea, 
Ffinch, Sarah, Greenwich, Spinster. March 28. Makinson & Carpenter, 
Elm-ct, Temple. 
Gactiot Sets Stoneleigh, Warwick, Farmer. April 17. Haynes & Moore, 
May 1. Miller, 


Priddy, Mary Ann, Curling-ter, Bermondsey, Spinster. 
Copthall-ct, Th Throgmorton-st. 

Hi arg Rbt Stewart, Eaton, Norwich, Hosier. May 27. Fox, Norwich, 
Wilson, Kerenhappuch, Sevenoaks, Widow. April 1, Johnson, Faversham, 
Torspay, March 3, 1863. 

Bowen, Jas, Diddywell, Devon, Gent. April 25. Buse, Bideford. 


beg hg Lydia, Slough, Spinster. May 20. Woodbridge & Sons, Ux- 
bridge. 
Cotton, Wm, Plymouth, Esq. May 2. Domville & Co, Lincoln's-inn. 


Davis kot, Branswick-pl, Kingsland. March 31. Ashley & Tee, Old Jewry, 
Dickinson, Jas, Altcar, Lanestr, rer. April l4. Parr, Ormskirk. 
Johnson, Mary Ann, Stawell Pleasant Creek, Victoria, Australia.. Aug 
25, Garrard & James, Suffolk-st, Pall- mall. 
Jones, Thos, Taplow, Bucks, Smith. April 30. Brown & Fletcher, Maiden- 
head. 
Marriott, Hy, Nuneaton, Grocer. May 1. Dewes & Norton, Nuneaton. 
Mulli Andrew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Victualler. April 21, Joel, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 
Syadall, Benj, Manchester, Silk Manufacturer. May 4. Reed, Gresham- 
st, Agent for Sale & Co, Manchester. 


Creditors under states in Chancery. 
Last Day of Prog. 
Farpar, Feb. 27, 1863. 

Beresford, Dame Amelia, Portland-pl, Middix, Widow. April 10. Gard- 
ner v. Walker, M.R. 

Carolan, Jas Ward, Union-rd, Clapham, Clerk in the Customs, Jane Caro- 
Jan, Union-rd, Clapham. March 14. Carolan ». Muddelle, V. C. Kin- 
dersley. 

I — John, Leeds, Gent. April 11. Pearson v. Pearson, V. C, Stuart. 
a Cook, West Beckham, Norfolk, Esq. March 28. Flower v. Scott, 


ia Ockley, Addiscombe, East Croydon, Spinster. April 13. 

ool e. le, V. C. Stuart 

Hill, John, Long Melford, Suffolk, Farming Bailiff. Hill v. 
Hill, M.R. 

Moser, Geo, Altrincham, Innkeeper. March 28. Snee v. Massey, V. C. 

aly 

Saull, Wm Devonshire, Aldersgate-st, Wine Merchant. Webb 
». Saull, V. C. Stuart. 

Shore, Joh, Bockenheimer Chaussee, Frankfort-on-Maine, Germany, 
Gent. April 10. Patch v. Shore, V. C. Kinder. 


sle 
Steele, fg Union-st, Middlx Hospital, Builder. 
Cobb, M.1 


March 19. 
April 11, 


y- 
March 26. Steele v. 
“‘Turspay, March 3, 1863, 
Hubbard, Isaac, Charlton, near Dover, Gent, April 13. Lloyd v. Latham, 
. ©. Kindersley. 
Mattison, Wm, Dilham, Norfolk. April 11. Mattison. Long, V.C. Stuart. 
Medcalf, Jas, Kendal, Gent. April 14. Busher v. Medcalf, M.R. 
Ww ombwell, Sir Geo, Gepeae- -st, Hanover-sq, Bart. March 23. Womb- 
well v. Cookzey, M.1 


estan for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, Feb. 27, 1863. 
Manning, Edw, Newark-upon-Trent, Grocer. Feb 5. Smith, Carlton- 


upon-Trent. 
ToxspaY, March 3, 1863. 


Le a Alf, Limehouse, Oilman. Feb 27. Turner, Gt Alie-st, White- 
chapel. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farivar, Feb, 27, 1863. 
Abbott, John Rehd, te woah Fe - sesteasg Middix, Lientenant- 
Colonel. Feb 21. Release. Reg F 
Lraithwaite, John, Leeds, Gunsmith. ven 2. Fe wong Reg Feb 26. 
Cooper, Amelia, Geo Cooper, & John Cooper, White House-Farm, Fawk- 
ham, Farmers, Feb 12. Comp. 
Curtis, Win Hy, Eaton-ter, Lee, . Comp. Reg Feb 25. 
Feb 10. Conv. Reg Feb 27, 
Reg Feb 24. 


Davies, John, Churchstoke, Salop, Miller. 
Elliott, Nathaniel, Lpool, Fiour Dealer. Jan 30. Asst. 

Fresco, André, Grosvenor-st, New Bond-st, Middix, Dentist. Feb 12. 
Comp. Reg Feb 27. 


Godfrey, Addess, sen, Eliza gy im & Addess wv: jun, Hanway-st, 
Oxford-st, Milliners. Jan 3i. Comp Ses Reg Feb 25. 

Hindle, John, Over Darwen, Lancstr, Tailor, Feb 6. Asst. Reg Feb 26, 

Hughes, Hy Beeman, Sevenoakes Weald, Hop Merchant. Feb 24. Asst. 


Reg teb 26 
Jones, orcester, Builder. Jan 31. Cony. Reg Feb 27. 
2, Reg Feb 25. 
Laws, John, Knoddishall, Suffolk, Farmer. Reg Feb 27. 
Leather, John, & Jas Hy Leather, Manch, Blacking Manufacturers. Feb 
2. Comp. Reg Feb 25. 
Levy, Lewis, Oidhbam-st, Manch, Tailor. Feb 18. Comp. Reg Feb 26. 
Mitchell, Kbt Parkin, Leeds, Card Maker. Feb 18. Comp. Keg Feb 26, 
Moor, John, Kinguon-u -Hull, Seed Crusher. Jan 30, Asst. Reg Feb 26. 
Raymond, Hy, Yeovil, a Feb 6. Comp. Reg Feb 25, 
Rowe, Wm Walton, Tottenham-ct-rd, Middix, Manufacturer 
of Emery Cloth. Feb 16. “oo Reg Feb 26. 
a Jos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Me mes er Jan 26. Asst. Reg Feb 23. 


:™ Herbert Croft, North-st, ngton-rd, Surrey, Gold Beater. 
Re . Asst. Feb 26. 

Tay, Thos J Confectioner. Jan 13. Conv. Reg Feb 24, 
a ye Josiah, Hampton Lode, Salop, Farmer. Feb7. Ass, Reg 











‘Taylor, Chas, Rotherham, Joiner, Jan 28. Asst. Theg Fob ve #3. 

— Hy Upper Marylebone-st, Middix, Paper Dealer. Feb 21. Comp. 
Reg Feb 25. 

Turvey, bog Birkenhead, Dealer in Music, Jan 29. Comp. Reg Feb 25. 

Ward, Alf, New Sleaford, Lincoln, Grocer, Jan 31. ons. , ae 24. 
Woolf, Levi, Oxford, Jeweller. Feb 24. Conv. Reg Feb ‘ 


Torspay, March 3, 1863, 

Baker, John Harris, Exeter, Bill Broker. Feb 4. Conv. Reg March 2. 

Baker, John Harris, & Thos Wm Owen, Exeter, Ship Owners, Feb 4. 
Conv. Reg March 2. 

, Septimus, Store-st, Bedford-sq, Tailor. Feb 25. Conv. Reg 
e ° 

Campbell, Geo Smith, Ulverstone, Lancaster, Rope Manufacturer, Feb 
25. Asst. het 28. 

Capper, Chas, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Tailor, Feb 2, Ome 

Carling, Jas, pynepe Colliery, Durham, Grocer, Feb + Son iter 

, John, Everton, near Lpool, ec Feb i; 

Cass, Wm, Manchester, Draper, Feb 6. Conv, 

pw ag poy tne g Heiss “Feb 2, a. fen F 2. 
meee hy calineien., ster, r. iy q 

ies, ies, Wms Bristol, Woollen Merchant. Yen 24. change 

ee Reg March 3. 

Dewhurst, Jacob, & Ezra Dewhurst, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Cotton 
Manufacturers. Feb 25, Asst. Reg March 2. 

yak, Wm, Whittlesey, Cambridge, ‘Auctioneer. Feb 18, Asst. Reg 
Feb 2 

Foden, Wm, Congleton, Silk Manufacturer. Feb 27. Asst. Reg 2. 

Forsyth, John, Lpool, Bookseller. Feb a Asst. Reg ie *.. 

Fox, Wm, Nottingham, Beerseller. Feb Conv. Reg Feb 

Gage, Fredk, Monks Eleigh, Suffolk, wakes, Feb 17, Cony, keg March 2. 


net March 2. 


Green, Wm, Clerk, J Journal Office, Ho of Las. aon athe Reg March 3. 
Hedges, Francis, Bow, Builder. Feb 2, Lees De 
Invieg, Betty Thornbury, Gloucester, Seen Geman rs 3, Conv. Reg 


Feb 
Kelsall, Edmund, Nye og Victualler. Feb 2. o. Ps Feb 28, 
Lynn, Geo, Manch, Publican. Feb 27. Asst. Reg Ma 

—_, Wm, jun, Little_ Queen-st, Middlx, Booklinder. Feb 16. Asst. 

eg March 

Odell, Robt, Stony menwcomg A Slater. Feb1l. Asst. Reg March 2. 
Owen, Thos Wn, Exeter, Bill Broker. Feb 4, Conv. ebro} 2. 
Pizzie, cor Noble-st, London, Silk Manufacturer. rent 31, 


Purull, Robt, Bristol, Beerseller, Feb 18. orm J Reg Feb a 

Rose, Thos, Rateliffe-highway, Draper. Feb 5. Asst. Reg Feb 

Shipton, b. Francis Orlando, Wolverhampton, Timber Dealer. Feb J ‘Conv. 
Reg March 

Sim, Wm, Dane’s-inn, Middlesex, Architect. March 3, Letter of Licence. 
Reg March 3. 

Simian, Pau), South Molton-st, Middlx, Millirer. pte 10. Asst. Reg Feb 27. 

Smallwood, Joseph, Epsom, Boot Maker. Feb {1. . Reg Mareh 2. 

Solly, Geo, Newlunds, Isle of Thanet, Farmer, a “e sah. Reg Feb 28. 

Stephenson, Jas, Padiham, Lancaster, Grocer, Feb 4. Asst. ty a 

Tama Robt, Chester-le-Street, Durham, Grocer. Feb 18, Reg 


r, John, Willenhall, Stafford, Plumber, Feb 3, Asst. 2, 
hale, F eo , Fareham, Southampton, Victualler. Feb 6, Bs Fa Ped 


Feb 27. 
Williams, Thos, Manch, Grocer. Feb 3. Asst. Rog Feb 27. 


Bankrupts. 
FaripaY, Feb. 27, 1863. 
To surrender in London. 
Bingien, Geo, Carlisle-ter, Fairfield-rd, 4, Bow, Middix, Rigger. Pet Feb 
March 17 at 12. Wells, Moorga' 

Boxall, Alf, Thomas-st, Borough, oir ome Pet Feb 24. March 12 at 
1. Wells, Moor, rgate- st. 

Bragg, yds Gray’s-inn-pl, Middlx, Dealer in Building Materials. Feb 21. 
March 12 

Brown, Benj, os ” Bridge-cres, Kilburn, M‘ddix. Pet Feb 20, March 12 
at 12. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 

Butcher, Fredk Lewis, Canonbury-ter, Isiington, Writer on Glass. Feb 
21. March 12 at 2. Aldridge, 

Clarke, Fredk Richd John Percy, Southampton-st, Camberwell, out of 
business. Pet Feb 24 (for pau). March l6atil. Aldridge. 

Clippingdale, Josiah, Canterbury-row, Kennington-rd, Surrey, Commission 
Agent. Feb 21. "March i7atll. Aldridge & Bromley. 

Fletcher, Chas Jas Fred, Sumerset-pl, Havil-st, Camberwell, out of busi- 
ness. Pet Feb 24. March 17 at 12. Trehern & White, Barge-yard- 
chambers, Bucklersbury. 

Forster, Chas John oie Sree err Corn Dealer. Feb 21, March 
l7 at il. Aldridge & 

» Lewis John, ao Pimlico, Cabinet Maker. Pet Feb 23. 
March 17 at ll. Vallance & Vallance, Essex-st, Strand, 


Asst, Reg 


Gilliam, Geo, Hatton-garden, Assistant to @ Silversmith. Pet Feb 24, 
March 17 a: 12. Mi nh coe Strand. 
Griggs, Edw John, Po! Commercial-ra East, Commercial Clerk. 


‘st, 
Pet Feb 25. March 12 at3. Chidley, Old a cont 
ard, Joseph, Richmond-rd, Hackney, out Siete Pet Feb 23. 
larch 17 at 3. Linklaters & Hackwood, Walb: 
Hoskins, Jas, Broadiey-st, Blandford-sq, Middlx, <9 Pet Feb 24. 
March 17 at 12. Wetherfield, 


Moorgate-st, 
Howiand, Edwin Maurice, Manor-cottage, Upper Bland. ee. 
Gompaieston aint Pet Feb 23. March 17 at 11, Cooper, 


Keuselly, Matthew, Church-st, Waterloo-rd, Surrey, Brushmaker. Pet 
Feb “a (for pau). March 16 at 12. Aldridge. 
King, Jas, Lindfield, Sussex, Builder, Pet Feb 25, March 12at1. . Link- 
Meshtte tea omen tier rsleyd bere ark, Corpenter. Pet Feb 
8, 5 -st, Horsleydown wi 
25. March 17 at 3. Drew, New Basi 1 ibe 


ry, Normandy-pl, Brixton, Surrey, Commission Agent, 
Pet Feb 23 (for pau). March 16 at il. Aldridge. 
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Tn, eget, ee we Cane, Saddler. Pet Feb 23. March 9 at 
|, Middx, House Agent 


12. 


ring Portland: gardens, Notting-hill 

Pet F a. Ge ET Stopher & Co, Coleman-st. 

rate, A, Am Pentonville, Commission Agent. Feb 21. March 
Rutherford, Geo, -ter, Brook-st, Upper Clapton, Accountant. Pet 
og March 17 at 12. Pg fig . Old Jewry. 

Scott, John Lee, gent. Pet Feb 24. March 17 at 11. 
Blake & Snow, hill, Cannon-st. 

—. Matthew, New st, Blackfriars, Ship Owner. Feb 21. March 
Simpson, Thos, st, Stoke Newington, Middlx, Hatter. Pet Feb 24. 
March 17 at 2. Wetherfield, 


Slight, Saml, Robert-st, Chelsea, Commercial Clerk. Pet Feb 25. March 


sues, TE em Diy Powdt 
lorley, & Edward Stears, Spencer-villas, Grange-rd, Canon- 
Oe ae Ee Pet Feb 25. March 17 at 12. Perry, Guildhall- 


chambers. 
Surridge, Wm. Lt aga , Edgeware-rd, Job Master. Feb 21. 


March 
17 at 1. 
Thomas, Jas, U} ; Southwick-st, Cambridge-ter, -Paddi » Baker. 
Pet Feb 25. March 17 at 12. Chappel Connaught-ter yde-park 
Colourman. igs ey 


Wal Ze, Old-st-rd, Of and 
Wilson, i pl, Shooter’s-hill-rd, Blackeath, Skip Brok 

* i -ra, l. er. 
Pet yon es beeech 17 at 12. Holmer & Ro’ hill. 
yenehem, Alf John, Green-walk, Southwark, ont of business, Pet Feb 


March 12 at 12. Scott, Verulam-dldgs, Gray’s-inn. 
Wreitom, John, Lye, Woot, ce Pet Feb23, March 
ap Chea: 


rot sg aoy Country. 
Alcock, Jas Hawi nag de Clerk in Holy Orders. me Feb 
2 L at ll. Plumbe, Winchcomb, and Bevan & Co, 


Avia fy lem, Serger. Pet Feb 23. Birm, March 18 at 12, Southall 
Bano Jen, Eoesl, Music Seller. Pet Feb 23. Lpool, March 12 ut 12, 


, Lpool. 
a, -in-Mackerfield, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Feb 20, 
‘Wigan, March 26 at 9. Barrow, St Helen's. 
Blech, Hy eet Middlesbrough, Accountant. Pet Feb 23. Stock- 
ton, March 17 . Middlesbrough. 
Bull, le Oxf Shoemaker. Pet Feb 25. Bicester, March 12 
Burge, Wm Jas, & Edwin Burge, Tewkesbury, Mercers. Pet Feb 23. 
Bristol, March 13 at 11. Boodle, Cheltenham, and Clifton & Brooking, 


Bristol. 
Burrill, Ji » Thirsk, York, Farmer. Feb 23. Leeds, March 12 at 11. 
Champion, Wi Haslemere, Surrey, Farmer. Pet Feb a 
parr March 11 at %, White, Dane’s-inn, Strand, London, and 
Chinn, Emmanuel, Chariton Marshall, Dorset, Baker. Pet Feb 24. 
Blandford, March li at 12. Atkinson, Blandford. 


aa 


Claridge, Jas Edw, 1, Worcester, ont of business, Pet Feb 5. Upton- 
* upon-Severn, Ma 25.at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 

Clutsom, Edw ~, Bristol, in no business. Pet Feb 23. Bristol, 
March 13 at 1. 

Cowles, Chas, cuamemee Feb 17. Chelmsford, March 9 at 11. Doffield, 


Chelmsford. 
Ome, J Joseph, ey re Lancaster, Victualler. Feb 12. Manch, March 
1 
Cundy, Hy, A nr Sete, Horse Dealer. Feb 23. Sheffield, 
Mareh 18 at 2. Mason, York 
Dakin, pow Dawley-green, Salop, Miner. Pet Feb 25. Birm, March 
13 at 1 Coetahan Ye and Hodgson & Co, Birm 
ar $4 Wn, » York, Joiner. Pet Feb 23. Hull, March 9 at 
il, Summers, Hull. 
Dario, ion, ats em, Bare & 6 Br, Proprietor. Pet Feb 23. Bristol, 
3 at iL, 
Deane, Joseph 8 Lpodl. Pet Feb 23. Lpool, March 12 at 11. 
Denney, Chas, oe Pet Feb 23. Brighton, March 18 at 11. Mills, 
Dobbs, Saml, Skegby, Nottingham, Bag Hosier. Pet Feb 25. Mansfield, 
March 16 at 10. Curshaw, Mansfield. 
Dronfield, John, Mansfield, out of business. Pet Feb 24. Chesterfield, 
March i7 atil, Hawkridge & Heathcote, Nottingham 
= ~ Lincoln, ee Pet Feb 24. Lincoln, ieee ll at 11, 
pce. andar, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 21. Portsmouth, March 
il. 
Jeeph Halstead, Essex, a. Pet Feb 10. Halstead, 
Osiareh i 13 Hustler & Skipper, 
ee aes a 24. Bristol, March 13 at LU. 
Brecon, and heat Toon 
Gurr, Wm Huntley Bryant, Rane, Cias Collector. Pet Feb 25. 
March 12 at 1. ‘coma Beh 
y> 10, ve, , Somerset, ag "Pet Feb 23. Bridgwater, 
mint 4x 18 A 10. 


ne, Devan, Tail Tailor. Pet Feb 15. Crediton, 
ware 1 Wal si Che Cleave & Sparkes 
» Bitacien, Chester, B Baker. ian ts Feb'19, Manch, March 
tee at 12, gg Te mry ‘Macclesfield. 
Hird, Ann, , Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Feb 24. Ulverston, March 
28 at 11.30. Salmon, Ulverston. 
Hodgson, Ralph, South shields Grocer. Pet Feb 9. South Shields, March 
9 at 12. een th Shields. 


P Ucaat Gases, ar Resheotelé, fh, Rormaee. Pet Feb 20. 
Pierce 7 ot 10. Smith & Burdekin, Sheftie 
Johnson, J Manch, Corn Factor. Pet Feb 24, Monch, March 9 at 1). 
Jones, Joa. Swansee, de wang gy 21, Bristol, March 13 at 1. 
La’ Jas; Raarworth, Hants, Labourer. Pet Feb 21. Portsmouth 
aie ri Paffard, Portsea. : 


A Philip, Manch, Victualler, Pet Feb 6. Manch, March 9 at 
= ar Manch, 





Linnell, Wm, Stratford-upon-A: Boot . Pet Feb 25, Birm, 
eb ae, Hobbes & Blatter, -upon-Avon, and James & 


tise, Gon, B fr Walnteld, Tork, Cote Spe. Pet Feb 21, Wakefield, March 
Martin, Al Southampton, Plumber. Pet Feb 23. Southampton, March 
18 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 


McCulla, John, Birkenhead, Provision Dealer. Pet Feb 25. Lpool, March 
12 at 12. Blackhurst, Lpool. 
poery Goo Ropaell, Birm, out of business. Pet Feb 24. Birm, April 13 
a 
whee. Thos, Newland, nr Coleford, Gloucester, Farmer. Pet Feb 23, 


ig LL gy EE 

organ, Bruns s8ex, 2 

1862, Brighton, March 18 at 11. Goodman, ton. i 
8 eee Soe © . Pet Feb 17. Warwick, March 
icholson, Thos, Whitehaven, Pet Feb 24. Whitehaven, March 
13 at ll. Paitson, Whitehaven. 

Owen, Mary, Welchpool, Montgomery, Spinster. Pet Feb 24. Welchpoul, 
March 1! at tl, Jones, Welch: ; 

Price, Thos, Pendre, Brecon, Plumber. Pet Feb 23. Bristol, March 13 at 


ll, Eve, Brecon,and Nash, Bristol. 
a Robt, jun, Redenhall- with -Harleston, Norfolk, Innkeeper. 
Feb 25. Redenhall-with-Harleston, March 13 at 2. pars gg 


abet. 
Rosling, Geo Westmoreland, Sutton St Mary, ey Mathineman. Pet 


Feb 21, Holbeach, March 16 at 11. tt bee 
Roybould, John, Dudley, vee, oe ler Maker. Pet ron Dudley, 
arch 14 at 11. Corles, Worceste: 
Sharp, Thos, Barrow, Laucaster, doines. Pe -_ Feb 24, Ulverston, March 


Byth y, Pontypool, and 

Service, Chas Grey, Sunderland, roker. Pet Feb 23. Dietian, March 
13 at 12. Thompson & Lisle, Durham. 

Usherwood, Sepia, Horsmonden, Kent. Feb 19. Tonbridge Wells, 
March {3 at 2. Alleyne, Tonbridge Wells. 

Walker, Chas, Tenbury, Worcester, a Provion Dealer. Pet Feb 19. Ten- 
bury, March 14 at 10. Prestow, Ten ; 

Warner, Daniel, Leleanter, Miller. Pet Feo 21. Leicester, March 1 at 


ad nay, Re Tailor. Feb 12. Chesterfield, March 
° by, 
Wilde, Wm, Hartlepool, femmens in the Militia. Pet Feb 20, Hartlepool, 


March 17 at 11. Marshall, West Hartlepool. 
Wiles, Hy Mitchell, Brighton, Shoeing Smith. Pet Feb 21. Brighton, 


March 18 at 11. Goodman, Brighton. 
Williams, Hester, itenham, Widow, out of business. Pet Feb 20, 
Chelten: March 1] at 11. Boodle, Cheltenham. 


Williams, Jas, Swindon, Wilts, Greengrocer. Feb 24. Swindon, March 
14 at 10. Rawlings, Melksham. 

Winter, Thos, Hereford, Butcher. Pet Feb 25. Hereford, March Wat 10, 
Garrold, Hereford. 

Wilson, Robt, Clewer, Berks, Chimney Sweeper. Pet Feb 2H. Windsor, 
March7 at 11. Barrett, Eton, Bucks. 

Withers, John, Birm, —— Manufacturer. Pet Feb 23. Birm, March 
13.at 12. James & Co, Bi 

Wood, Jas, Carlton, Notts, Lace Manufacturer, Pet Feb 24. Nottingham, 
March 24 at 11. Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

TogspayY, March 3, 1863. 


To Surrender in London. 
Adams, Saml, Aberystwyth-ter, Hoxton, Hosier. Pet Feb 26. March is 
at 2. Davidson & Co, Basinghall-st. 
Aplin, John, Rutland-st, Pimlico, out of business, Pet Feb 26, March 
19at il. Weatherfield, Moorgate-street. 


A Francis, Charles-st, Berkely-sq, Lodging House Keeper. Pet Feb 
28. March {7 at 2. Robinsoh & Tomlin, J Sant 
Brake, Chas Jas, Millman-st, Bedford-row, Stationer. Feb 28. March 
19 atl. Edwards, Lincoln’s-inn-felds. 
Brett, Dani, Welis, Norfolk, Miller. Pet Feb 26. March 17 atl. Clowes 
& Hickley, King’s Bench- Walk, for Garwood, Wells. 
Brown, Herbert, Epper Ebury-st, Pimlico, Clock Maker, Pet Feb 25, 
March 19 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Bryson, Geo, Crozier-st, Lambeth. Feb 21. March 19 at 2. a 
Butcher, Thos Bryant, Newbury-pl, Kentish Town, Boot Dealer, 
24. March 19 at 12. Silvester, Great Dover-st. 
Creeper, Chas Grose, Aldershot, Hants, Vitesse. Feb #1. Ba 17 
atl. Aldridge & Bromley. 
Dean, Jas, Asylum-rd, Surrey, Bricklayer. Pet Feb 26 (for pan). March 
l7 atl. Aldridge & Bromley. 
» Rehd Deacon, Devo st, » Cummercial Traveller. 
Pot Feb 20 (for pan), Ms March 19 at 1. ge. 
Graham, Geo, Graham, Wandsworth-rd, Statuary Masons. 
- March 16 at 1. Cooper, Charing-cross. 
ley-hall, Lugwardine, Hereford, Farmer. Feb 21, 
Harper, Algernon Hilton, Belgrave-st, Merchant's Clerk. Pet 
Feb 25. March 16 at 1. Rhodes, Clement’s- 3 
Hicks, Wm Grisdale, Bridge-ter, Harrow-rd, out of employ. Pet Feb 26. 
March 16 at 2. Besting, | 
Hongyman, Alex, Hereford, Builder. Adj Feb 21. March Patt. Ald- 
Hall, Geo, sen, Chenies Mews, Bedford-sq, Cab Propzietor. Pet Feb 26; 
March i7 ati. Olive, Portsmouth-st « 
Husband, Elizabeth, Finchley-rd, Middlx, Widow, no occupation, Pet Feb 
25. “March 19 at 12. Walter & Moogen, 


Isaacson, Edw Thos, Ampthili-sq, Middix, mans | Pet Feb 27. 
March 16 at 12. Poole, 
John, Edw bg St Paul’s-rd, Camden Town, Clerk in bags Revenue 
Office. eb 23. March 16 at 12. Ody & Puddison, Now 
Kosgeisky, Preak Blandford-st, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 
March {7 atl. Lewis, ee hg 


Lewis, Geo, Harrington-st, Hata Commercial Clerk. ag 
27. dare 1 at Ht, Baaghal 


Lake, oathley, Sussex, Farmer, Pet Feb 26. * aren 
19 at . Smith My Oo, Basingball-at, 
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Mew, Geo Owen, Newport, Isle of Wight, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 26. 
March 16 at 11. Linklaters & Hackwood, Walb 

Miskin, Edw, Maidstone, Farmer. Pet Feb 26. March 17 atl. Doyle, 
Verulam- buildings, Morgan, Maidstone. 

Marphy, Edw Wm, Cumberiand-st, Bryanstone.sq, M.D. Pet Feb 26 
(for pau). March 17 at2. Aldridge. 

Pattison, John, Poplar, Master Mariner. Pet Feb 28. March 17 at 12. 
Roberts & Vaughan. Bucklersbury. 

Rushton, Hy, Northampton-rd, Clerkenwell, enone Manufacturer. Pet 
Feb v4, March 17 at 2. Wetherfield, Moorgate- 

Smith, Danl, Sloane-st, Surgeon. Pet Feb 20: March 16 at 1. Nichols 
& Ciark, Conk’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Smith, Thos. Birchin-lane, Gent. Pet Feb 23. March 12 at 12. Harrison 
& Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Stratton, John Goo, Bessborough-st, Pimlico, Manager of the Family Life 
Assurance Society. Pet Feb 26. March 17 at 1. Parsons, Basinghall-st. 

Thanisch, Chas Joseph, Clifton- Camden Town, Assistant at the 
British Museum, Pet Feb 23. March 17 at2. Harrison & Lewis, Old 


Je 4 

Walker, Robt Fleetwood, Great Tower-st, Merchant. Adj Feb 21. March 
17 at 2.30. Aldridge. 

Weatherley, Fredk, Woolsey-ter, Kentish Town, out of business, Pet Feb 
27. March 17 atl. Sibley, Doughty-st. 

Wel!s, Godfrey, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 26, March 19 at 
11. Jones, Colchester. 

Williams, Thos, Hereford-ter, Bayswater, Chemist. Pet Feb 26. March 
17 atl. Treherne & Wolferstan, Gresham-st. 

Woods, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Fish Merchant. Pet Feb 20. March 17 at 12. 
Storey, King’s-rd, Bedford-row, for Chamberlain, Gt Yarmouth. 

Wrampe, Ernest John Augustus, Water-lane, London, Commission Agent. 
Pet Feb 25. March 16at1. Peverley, Coleman-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Aaron, Jacob, Birm, out of business. Pet Feb 27. Birm, March 13 at 


12. East, Birm. 
— John, Wiston, nr Selby, Shoemaker. Feb 23. Selby, March 23 


Bellamy, John, Market Harborough, Servant. Pet Feb 28. Market Har- 
borough, March 24at 11. Rawlins, Market Harborough. 

Bibby, Geo, Preston, Victualler. Feb 12. Manch, March 17 at Il. 
Gardner, Manc! 

Billington, Chas, Bucknall, Stafford, Beer Seller. Pet March 2. Hanley, 
March 21 at 12. Tennant, Hanley. 

Binks, Wm, Lower Broughton, meg | Commission Agent. Feb 19. 
Manch, March 17 at 12. Gardner, Manc 

Brown, Jas, Biddulph, Stafford, Miner. Pet Feb 28. Congleton, March 
14at 12. Washington, Congleton. 

Bradney, Wm, jun, Birm, out of business. Pet Feb 26. Birm, March 13 
at 12. East, Birm. 

Brazier, Jas, "Wolverhampton, Gunlock Manufacturer. Pet Feb 26. 
Rion, Mi March 18 at 12. Hawkesford, Wolverhampton, and Hodgson & 


Co, 

Chae, 5 Norwich, Fish Curer. Feb 18. Norwich, March 14 
at li. Atkinson, Norwich. 

Cooper, Joseph, Hyde, Chester, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 26. Manch, March 
17 at 12. Brookes & Co, Manch. 

ft, Edw Spencer. Bolton, Letter Press Printer. Pet Feb 28. Bolton, 

March 18 at 10. Edge, Bolton. 

Davies, Thos, Hereford, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 25. Hereford, March 17 
at 10. Garrold, Hereford. 

Falkner, Jas, Hanley, Stafford, Greengrocer. Pet March 2. Hanley, 
March 21 at 12., Tennant, Hanley. 

Ferns, Thos, King's Norton, Warwick, out of business. Pet Feb 25. 
Birm, April |3at 10. East, Birm. 

Franklin, John Thos, Yaxley, Huntingdon, Grocer. Pet Feb 27. Peter- 
borough, March 21 at 10. Rutland, Peterborough. 

Gargett, Wm, Manch, Stay Manufacturer. Pet Feb 26. Manch, March 
1Zatil. Swan, Manch. 
Garside, Joseph, Huddersfield, Coal Dealer. Dec 20, Huddersfield, 
March 23 at 19. Jones, Huddersfield. 
Gaskell, Jas, Warrington, Engine Driver. Pet Feb 25. Warrington, 
March 16 at 12. Bent & Day, Warrington 

George, Alf, Bishopwearmouth, F ishmonger. Pet Feb 20. Sunderland, 
March 13 at2. McRae, Sunderland. 

Greaves, Fras, Worksop, Corn Miller. Pet Feb 25. Sheffield, March 14 
at 10. Fernell, Sheffield. 

Griffiths, Isaac Norton, Norwich, Pattern Maker. Feb 18. Norwich, 
March 14 at 11. Atkinson, Norwich. 

Hardwick, Wm, Moor-park, Preston, Maltster. Feb 12. Manch, March 
17 at 11. Gardner, Manch. 

eaves, Jas, Livesey, Blackburn, Innkeeper. Feb 12. Manch, April 

2atill. ng Manch. 

Harper, Joseph, Kempsey, on aag a Bricklayer. Pet Feb 21. Wor- 
cester, March 27 at tl. Corles, Worcester 

Harrison, Joseph, Bury, Clog Maker. Pet Feb 25. Bury, March 18 at 
ll. Anderton, Bury 

Harrison, Wm, birm, Pork Butcher. Pet Feb 25. Birm, April 13 at 10. 
Parry, Birm. 

Helsby, Geo, Warrington, Wheelwright. Fet Feb 25, 


Warrington, 
March 16 at 12. Bent, Wa 
Heppenstall, Hy, Kingston-upon-Hull, Painter. Pet Feb 27. Kingston- 
upon- Hull, Mareh 13 at 11. Chester, Hull. 

Hills, Geo, Bedford, out of business. Pet Feb 27. Bedford, March 14 at 
1. Shepherd, Luton. ’ 
Hiiton, Wm, Oldham, Innkeeper, Feb 12. Manch, April 2 at 11. Gardner, 

Manch. 


Hindle, Jas, Blackburn, Victualler, Pet Feb 21. Manch, March 20 at 12, 
Sale & Co, Manch. 

Hodges; Walter, ‘lillington, Hereford, Carpenter. Pet Feb 27. Hereford, 
March 17 at 11. Bodenham, Hereford. 

Hodgson, Wm, Hulme, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet. Feb 26. Salford, March 
14 at 9.30. Eltoft, Manch. 

Hopes, Jas, & John Hopes, Snitterfield. Warwick, Farmers, Pet March 2. 
Stratford-upon-Avon, March 16 at 11. Hobbes, Stratford-upon-A von. 
Hoyle, Geo Katcliffe, Bury, — Traveller, Pet Feb 26. Bury, 

March 18 at 12. Anderton, B 
Jones, Wm, Abergeli, Denbigh, Publican, Pet Feb 27, St Asaph, March 
‘Wat il, Louis, Ruthin, 








Kay, David, Sheffield, Brewer’s Traveller. Pet Feb 27, Sheftield, March 
18 at 2. Mason, Sh effield . 
a tty Lpool, Fish Curer. Pet Feb 26. Lpool, March 16 at ll, 


Kilburn, John, Moldgreen, York, Manvfacturer. Pet Feb 24. 
Huddersfield, March 23 at 10. 1 Pan uddersfield. 

Kinton, John, Coventry, Buflder. Pet Feb 25. Coventry, March 14 at 
12. ‘Smallbone, Coventry. 

Kirkham, Wm Cowherd, Manch, Insurance Agent. Pet Feb 28. Manch, 
March 20 at 11. Hodgson, Manch. 

Lacy, Augustus Dacre, xby, York, out of business. Pet Feb 23, 
Leeds, March 23 at 11. alker, York, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Liddlelow, Hy Christmas Riches, Norwich, Carpenter. Feb 18. Norwich, 

March 14 at11. Atkinson, Norwich. 
McGregor, John, Great Grimsby, Victualler. Pet Feb 25. Great Grimsby, 
March 20 at 11. Sumners, Hull. 


eo 
Meakin, Geo Rousell, Birm, out of business. Pet Feb 24. Birm, April 13 


atl0, East, Birm. 

Morris, Joseph, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Broker. Pet Feb 23. Newcastle, 
March 21 bbe 10. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Newton, Geo, Leeds, Marble Mason. Pet Feb 27. Leots, March 19,08 

oft, Mamaeon, Brigh T f Languages. Pet Feb 2 
orm: Ama ton, Teacher o 5. 
Brighton, March 18 at 11. Goodman, Brighton. 

Osbaldeston, Thos, & Wm Osbaldeston,’Preston, Drapers. Pet Feb 27, 

Preston, March 14 at 10.30. Lodge & Harris, Preston. 

Pedlingham, Wm, Handsworth, Stafford, Butcher. Pet Feb 13 (for pau). 
Birm, April 13 at 10. 

Porter, Edw, Birm, Button Maker, Pet Feb 26. Birm, April 13 at 10. 
Parry, Birm. 

Pratten, Thos, Bristol, Builder. Pet Feb 27. Bristol, March 20 at 11. 
Henderson, Bristol. 

, Wm, Marshwood, Dorset, ety war” Feb 28. Exeter, March 

18 at 12, Day, Bridport, and Floud, Ex 

Robinson, Joseph Bagot, Lpool, — oh Music, Pet Feb 26. Lpool, 
March 14 at 12, Anderson, Lpoo 

Rodgers, Reuben, Norton Bole- bal, Derby, Beer Seller. Pet March 2. 
Sheffield, March 18 at 2. Binney, Sheffield. 

Scaife, Jas, Moss Side, Manch, Beer Retailer. Pet Feb 25. Salford, 
March 14 at 9.30. Swan, Manch. 

Scott, Robt, Worcester, Gunsmith. Adj Feb 17. Worcester, March 27 at 
11. Wilson, Worcester. 

Smith, Thos, Witton Park, Durham, Labourer, Pet Feb 24. Bishop 
Auckland, March 19 at 10. Thornton, Bishop Auckland. 

Soady, Brooking, Staverton, Devon. -Pet Feb 28. Exeter, March 18 at 
12. Floud, Exeter. 

a Railway Porter. Pet Feb 28. Lpool, March 13 at 

, 

Stace, Wm yao Temple, Barracks, Devonport, Lieutenant R. E. 
Pet Feb 27. Exeter, March 14 at 12,30. Willesford, Exeter. 

Taylor, Maria, Meltham, ee. Pet Feb 24, Huddersfield, March 
23 at 10. Learoyd, Huddersfield. 

Thomas, Thos Blackmore, Bridgwater, Tailor. Pet Feb 28, Bridgwater, 
March 18 at 10. Reed, Bridgwater 

Thomsett, Cephas Green, Leicester, ee Maker. Pet Feb 27. Leicester, 
March 21 at 10. att tee ties r. 

‘Ward, Sam], Wakefield, Fish Dealer. Feb 23. Leeds, March 28 at Il. 

be Richd, pire 7 Toll Collector. Pet Feb 13 (for pau). Birm, April 

at | 

Weller, Edwin David, Birm, Baker. Pet Feb 28. Birm, April 13 at 10. 
East, Birm. 

Williams, Thos, Brynderwen, Mold, out of employment. Pet Feb 26. 
Lpool, March 16 at 12. Anderson & Collins, 

Winterbottom, Hy, Manch, Apothecary. Pet Feb 27. Manch, March 17 
at12. Southam, Manch, 

Wood, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wharfinger’s Clerk. Pet Feb 20, 
Newcastle, March 21 at 10, Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faiway, Feb. 27, 1863, 


Brown, Wm, New Pye-st, Westminster, Middix, General Dealer. Feb 17. 
Best, John Walsh, Thomason Fold, Edgworth, ar Bolton, Architect. 


Feb 23. 
Tuespay, March 3, 1863. 


Capp, Joseph, Send, nr Ripley, Surrey, and Coldarbor-town, Brean or 
Ripley, Farmer. Feb 2 








Just published, Is. 
GpBSEB VATION S on the PARTNERSHIP LAW 
AMENDMENT BILL, 

London: H. Swesr, 3, Chancery-lane. 





ASTE PAPER.—H. POOLE, 6, Hanover-street 

(opposite Bow-street), Long Acre, gives the best prices for all 

kinds of Parliamentary Papers and Reports, Old Ledgers and Brief, News- 
papers, Parchment, &c. Offices cleared on the shortest notice for Cash. 


EW STEEL PEN.—PERRY & CO. "S ALBERT 
PEN embraces the Latest ar igety 5 in Steel Pens. Price, in 
patent boxes, Is., ls. 6d., and 2s. 
two stamps. Sold by all ‘intestate éi 
Wholesale at vi, Red Lion-square, and 3, Cheapside, London.” 





‘HILDREN'S PENHOLDER. —PERRY & CO. S 
A 
children a free and cy auabere "Pee tan oe npn vireo’, a 
by all stationers, 
Wh olessle, 37, 37, Red ed Lion-square, and 3, Cheapside, London. 

J BLACKTON, — PRACTICAL CARVER and 

° ee yo LONG ACRE, Three Doors West of Drury Lane, 
Enrichmenta, 64. per foot. Maple fr 
Back and Rings included, Packing cases jent gratis, 





- per box. Samples, per post, tor. 
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